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o8 ? o8 ] Hilometers é Figure 12. Intact forest plots and Cerulean Warble teritories in 2001 and 2002 at the Cannelton Mine.

Figure 11. Fragmented forest plots and Cerulean Warbler territories in 2001 and 2002 at the Hobet Mine.
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Figure 13, Intact forest plots and Cernlean Warbler territories in 2001 and 2002 at the Daltex Mine,
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Figure 14. Intact forest plots and Cerulean Warbler territories in 2001 and 2002 at the Hobet Mine,
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Figore 15, Observed and expected number of Cerulean Warbler (CERW) territories per 10 ha in forests fragmented by MTMVE
mining and in intact forests in southern West Virginia 2000-2001, Bxpected number of tertitories are based on the amount of
avaitable habitat. '

Figure 16. Relationship between Cerulean Warbler (CERW) territory density and percent canopy cover >6-12m.
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Figure 17, Relationship between Cerulean Warbler (CERW) territory density and pescent canopy cover >24m,
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Figure 18. Relationship between Cerulean Warbler (CERW) territory density and snag density (standing dead trees >8 cm ¢bh).
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Appendix 1. Conteasts and welghts used o calculate the contrast

ighted edge density®.

Ecotone Conitrasts

Weight

Mature Deciducus - Mature Mixed Conifer/Deciducus
Mature Deciduous - Grassland

Mature Deciduous - Barren

Mature Deciduous - Shrub/pole

Mature Deciduous - Water/wetland

Mature Deciduous ~ Developed

Mature Mixed Conifer/Deciduons - Grassland
Mature Mixed Conifer/Deciducus - Barren
Mature Mixed Conifer/Deciduous - Shrub/pole
Mature Mixed Conifer/Deciduous - Water/wetland
Mature Mixed Conifer/Deciduous - Developed
Grassland - Barren

Grassland « Shrub/pole

Grassland ~ Water/wetland

QGrassland - Developed

Barren -Shrub/pole

Barren - Water/wetland

Rarren - Developed

Shrub/pole - Water/wetland

Shrub/pole - Developed -

Water/wetfand - Developed

0.00
1.00
1.00
0.50
025
1,00
1.00
1.00
0.50
@.25
1.00
0.25
0.50
0.25
0.25
6.75
0.25
0.00
0.25
0.75
0.25

* Edge is the sum of the perimeters of all habitat patches. Edge density (m/ha) is amount of edge
refative to the landscape area. Cc weighted edge density allows edges of different types 1o
contribute varying amounts to this metric. Weights represent the magnitude of contrast between
adjacent habitat patches. Ecotones were given weights relative to differences in vegetation

structure.
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~~~~~ Original Messsge----~

Prom: Gsrald Winegrad [mallte:gwwlabebirds.org]

Sent: Monday, January 05, 2004 10:14 AM

To: Trett, Karherine L

Subject: $TOP Destruction of Entire Ecomystems from Mountain Top
Removal/Valley Fill-30 Groups Protast

Dear Me. Trote:

The DEIS is woefully inadeguate bto address the magsive and permanent
impacts oh avian species, vther wildlife and fish, and the entire
ecogystem at risk from the projscted loss of ovar 380,000 acres of
high-guality forest to meuntain top removal cpal mining in Tennesses,
West Virginia, Virginia, and Ksnturcky. This forest destruction and
concomitant valley £i11 is the greatest federally permitted land usa
alteration occurring in the United States. The projected destruction
iB

detailed in the draft EIS and would occur over the next ten vyears.

The EIS process has been usurped by Interior Deputy Secrstary Griles
order Lo remove all environmsntal alternatives from the DETS. As
outlined in the attached letter from 50 national and regional groups,
the DRIS is grossly defective and needs to be re-written. We urge you
to act Lo terminate issuance of new mountaintop mining permits until
an

EIS is completsd and adopted, as required by HEPA.

The Army Corps of Engineers has continued to issue mountain top
rawmovalfvalley [ill Clean Water Act permits for coal mining, despite
the

fatlure to complete an EIS. In Tennessee along, permits by the Anmy
COE

have been issued for the removal and fill of gver 5,000 acres of
mountain tops in the last year.

¥a believe that NEPA requires such a moratorium as the environmental
impacts ars so massive from the projected removal of 380,000 acres of
mature deciducus forest on meuntain tops and the placement of £i1l in
stream valleys. Further, tha Clean Water Act diztates individual
permits should be required for such major actions and thus, the
current

use of nationwide permits is illegal,

The DREIS is so defective that it fails to substantively discuss the
significant impacts on the entirs suite of Partners in Flight priority
mature forsst birds within the EIS gtudy area e.g., Cerulean Warblar,
Louigiana Waterthrush, Worm-eating Warbler, Rentucky Warbler, ¥Wood
Thrush, and Yellow-throated Vireo. All ©f these bird epecies are also
clasgified as Birds of Conservation Concern by the U. §. Fish and
Wildlife Service within the Appalachian Bird Congervation Resgion,
which

overlaps ths area considersd in the Qraft EIS. The destruction of the
380,000 acras will result in a loss of 137,836 Cerulean Warblers (ESA
listing petition pending} the naxt descade.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service s September 20, 2002 memo clearly

1-13

7-3-2

gupports  our conclusion that: the draft BIS is fatelly flawed. The FWS
warned in the mamo that piblication of the draft BIS ag written, “will
further damage the credibility of the sgencies involwed.* That
inter-agency meme cites the proposed actions offering “only meager
environmental benefits® and criticizes the draft PBIS beuause it 4id
not

aonsider any optiens that would actually limit the area mined and the
z2treams buried by valley fille. “There is no differencs between (the
alternativesl,” the Fish and Wildlife officials said. “The reader is
left wondering what gepuine actions, if any, the agencies are actually
propesing.® Tha draft RIS erronecusly only offers alternatives vhat
would streamline the permitting process for approval of new
mountaintop-remeval permits. The alternatives, ineluding the preferred
alternative, cffer no environmsntal protections and the lack of any
such environmentally sound options destroys the NEPA EIS process.

The PWS mems argued for Yat lsast one alternative to restricr, or
otherwise <constrain, most wvalley fills to sphemeral streanm
reaches. . .As

we Have stated repeatedly, it is the serviecs's poslition that the three
taction® slternatives, ag currently written, cannot be interpreted as
ensuring any improved environmental protection let alone
pratection

that can ke quantified or even estimated in advance.*

Your intervention in support of this U.8. FWS letter and the
conssrvation of U.8S. FWS Birds of Censervation Concern and cther
wildlife is urgently needed to prevent this acological disaster.

We beliesve that NEPA rsguires such a moratorium as the environmental
impacts are sc massive from the projected removal of 380,000 acrss of
mature deciducus forest on mountain tops and the placement of fill in
stream valleys. Further, the Clean Water Act dictatss individval
permits should bs raguired for such major actions and. thus, the
current

use of nationwide permits is illsgal.

Please act to end issuance of CWA permits for these destructive
practices until a new DEIS is issued and the EIS process is completed.

Thank you.

Gerald W. Winegrad, Vice President for Policy

American Bird Conservancy

1834 Jefferson Place, WW

Washington, DC 20036

202-452-1535

YISIT OUR WEB SITE AT <http://www.abcbirds.org>

{See attached file: MtnTopMiningComnente50Groupslanl . wpd)
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Michael Abraham David Brandon Absher
EC’ )
REC'D AUG 2 1 2013 ,, ..,
304 Royal Lane :
Blacksburg, VA 24060 -19-04
| ::Sn\a o ruf(m\ _
August 12, 2003 )5, ) RECID N3 9
)450 ArrL §¥rﬂ&‘l‘ . . H

Mr. John Forren, US EPA

1650 Arch Street

Philadelphia, PA 19130

Dear Mr. Forren:

PLEASE, PLEASE STOP MOUNTAINTOP REMOVAL MININGi!!

Mountaintop Removal mining is devastating huge swaths of land in Southern West 1-9
Virginia and eisewhere throughout the mid-Appalachians. Each site is irreversibly and

substantially harming the forests, streams, wildlife, and communities nearby. I envision
no circumstances under which it should be allowed to continue.

Smcerely,

l Abmham

P&'u\n 'l#\ﬂi. RYeY "

PA w02 .
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Mark Abshire
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- Porwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/23/2004 0942 AM -cev

 Mark Abshire
Cabeard69(@bellsou To: R3 Mountamtap@EPA
th.net> =
Subject: Strip Mining
01,/20/2004 04:16
PM

I was born in and grew up the first few years of my life in the Appalachian Coal country. Recently I
retucaed for a visit and did not recognize most of my area. This type of mining is not good for the 1-9

enviconment nor the people there. Please stop it

Mark Abshire
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Lorraine J. Adams Knox Adler

REC'D BEC 2 9 2

Adms
K%, Sw‘rwlazrrb Helds

Guinae, TL 007 | Knox Adler
Date: 0170572004
& %92“ fg:;“> Tee. 2z, 2oo3 City: Marthasville State: MO  Zip: 63357
S, &P (zen3o
16S0 Arch Steeet _
1o dalohin, PA {41032 . Lstrongly urge you to ignore the dlarmxsfs that think that mountaintop removal mining is 1-1
Philwclalphic, harmful. 'We need to restart developing out own natural resourees so- we will be less -11

dependent on foreign countries for our energy supplies.

DAA( MT. Ql’f&mi

. ‘ dimini shaitsen b weakon | 1-10
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::m;n«‘svlvaf?i’s proposes “prefecrisl ﬁin&ﬁm“ W/MMTMS
Urukm:nf) oxistine, anvironwantk] laws Had lawit e s;z;h
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Opfoste. Comelusion < moundaintap femoved must ke mud«'
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deyastation of The Appnlachion region's nafuond fesovccss,

Sracared,

)
Zorrm‘m,% /)(%M« s
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Geert Aerts Lee Agee

-~ Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/08/2004 01:59 PM -----
&C' -
Geert Aerts - b f‘iﬂ 3%
<gaerts@blmet.com To: R3 Mountaintop@EPA Mr. Forren, = leadw Jamuary 12, 2004
> ce: ) 1 9
Sihiecet RE- H e 19 : I am writing wtay@nknowmmlmmeqmvoesﬂyAGAWSTmommpmmvﬂ‘
R Subject: RE: Draft mountaintop removal mining EIS. miving, msrufulnngv alley fills, e any changes that would weakea the slready rrimimal
01/02/2004 02:28 1aws and regulations that protect clean water, Coal companies should not be allowed to ‘ 1-10
PM durnp mining waste info Our strearnis and waterways, The buffer zone of 100 feet is a
minimum distance to avoid negative impacts on water quality in Kentocky.
the federal government’s (EPA) own Environmental Impact Statement many hundreds of
miles of strearns throughout Kentacky and central Appalsshia have already been
negatively impacted by such dumping,  Please do not vote to continue or worsen this
practice. 1do not support Alternatives #1, 2 or' 3 contained within the EIS report. None
of these options will protect our water of our comninities. Instead of doing things the
old, destructive way, why not aggressively pursue alternative, renewable sources of
energy to ensure clean water, nhmhhymwonmmtmdmfecommmhafmme
January 2, 2004 gmmﬂuns
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Mr. John Forren ieeA "

U.S. Eavironmental Protection Agency Lomsviue, Ky 40218
1650 Arch Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103 : O\/ﬂ i i
Dear John Forren,
I want mountaintop removal mining limited.

1 want the EPA to consider alternatives that reduce the environmental
impact of mountaintop removal.

Sincetely,

Geert Aerts

17633 Henderson Pass Apt 723
San Antonio, TX

UsSA
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Sandy Ahlstrom
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Julie Alaimo

George & Frances Alderson
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George & Frances Alderson
112 Hilton Aveniue
Baitimors, Maryland 21228
December 14, 2003 REC'D BEC 17
Mr. John Forren
US Environmental Protection Agency (3EA30)
1650 Arch Street

Philadelphia PA 19103
Dear Mr. Forren:

Please inchude this letter as a comment on the draft EIS on mountaintop removal coal
mining. ‘

‘We have seen the impacts of surface coal mining in the mountains of western Maryland
and southwestern Pennsylvania, and we are very concerned that those destructive projects
may be aliowed to multiply under current plans of the Bush Administration.

We ask EPA 10 reject the “preferred alternative” that eliminates restrictions on the use of
mountaintop rernoval as part of coal mining operations. ‘We understand that the preferred 1-13
alternative eliminates a rule barring disturbance within 100 feet of streams, it places no

fimits on the size of valley fills nor on the acres of forests that can be disturbed, and it

contains 0o measures to safeguard wildlife habitat.

We ask EPA to develop instead a preferred alternative that has the following features:

* Measures to reduce the environmental impacts of mountaintop removal.

¢ Prohibit mountaintop removal where the impacts exceed a certain threshold.

o Restrict the size of valley fills to an appropriste numerical standard, so as to reduce the | 1-6
loss of streams and forests and the wildlife found therein,

¢ Require consideration of alternatives for individual mining projects, so their
environmentzl impacts can be considered on a site-specific basis, including the
cumulative impacts of mountaintop removal at different sites.

Thank you for considering our views,

George & Frances Alderson
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Jonathan Alevy Deborah C. Allen
R Ee ‘D AUg 18
Debotah C. Allen, 149 E. Beoadway, Madisonville, Ky. 42431
January 2, 2004

Jonathan Alevy
Hyattsville, MD 20782

A while back I had the opportunity to visit with farmers in all parts of the state of
Maryland to discuss their managment of nutrients, which,

as [ am sure you ate aware, can caiise serious environmerital hari if used inappropriately.
After one visit.near Cumberland in the center

of the state a farmer-asked e to join him in his vehicle to look at something he thought
was 4 more serious environmentsl concern,

After driving up the road from his farm just a mile or so, we walked into the woods
towatds a strear, that was shockingly feddish in color,

almost a bright "blood red.” The farmer atiributed the problem to-the mining taking place
at-the streams source at the. mountain top. [

youi to take the necessary care to be sure that

mouitain top mifing isrestricted so:that thesé severe environméntal harms are avoided
and where damage currently:exists, that these

sites are restored. Thank you for your consideration of this important issue.

5-5-2

John Forren

U.8. EPA (3ES30)
1850 Arch Street
Philadelphia, PA 18103

August 13, 2003

Dear Mr. Forren,

I oppose mountaintop removal and valley fills and any change in the buffer zone | 1-9
rule. I'm disappointed and angry that the federal govemment ignored its own '
studies when it proposed weakening, rather than strengthening, protections for 1-10
people and the environment. We look to people we have put in charge to

protect this precious land we are borrowing for our brief life from the greedy

who only see profit.

sincer e‘y yours,

T Iehestn C Qs

Deborah C. Allen
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Christopher Ambrose

Christopher Anderson

Chrisambr(@aol.com
To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA
08/15/03 10:10 AM ce:
Subject: Re: EIS

A CDis fine. My address is:

Christopher Ambrose
7815 Lambkin Coust
Lorton, VA 22079

1 ived in West Virginia years ago and, during 4 wisit, was shocked 4t

the destriction the mining industry has caused since 1 left. T am very 3-1
interested in this issue. Hf itis not too-much trouble; could you send

two copies?

Thanks

Chiris
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Anonymous

Julie Arrington

Date: 1272472003

City: Brighton State: Co - Zip: - 80603-8705

My riview of the DEIS on moustaiiitop removal ¢oal miging tevealed major conflicts
with what is called for by the CEQ regs. These rags, as you well know; require that the
preferred alternative be the-one which has minimal environmental impact commensurate
witht project objjectives. The regs alsorequire that the best scienve available be used and
off site impacts be fully evaluated. All feasible alternatives are to be considered. The
tactic-of presenting only far-out alternatives and a preselected alternative so the
preselected on is the bist choice is forbidden. This DEIS falls short on all of these
requirgments. While it does present elements of good science, it ignores them when
selecting a preferred alternative. The EPA should designate this DEIS as inadequate and
require a revised version that fully recognizes all of the environmental and econoniic
inpacts on the communities itvolvad. The revised DEIS should present the best 4 o §
alternatives that takes into full account the results of the supporting stidies concerning ajl
impacts and project objectives. Most of all; a DEIS is no place to alter existing ‘
regulations such as the placement of fill near streams. As a past Region 6, FWS,
Environmental Officer for § yeats. | have seen some redl onve-aver:lightly DEIS's-and
some right devious ones. This DEIS is one of the worst T have seen.

- Forwarded by David Rider/ R3/USEPA/US on 01/08/2004 01:59 PM ——

"atringtj@cascon
et <arringtj To: - R3 Mountaintop@EPA
cer
01706/ 2004:02:09 Subject: Please Stop Destructive Mountaintop
Removal Mirting
PM

Dear Mr. John Forren, Project Manager,

Once again, the Bush administration is putting business ahead of people,
profit ahead of the environment, money shead of public health. 1
steongly trge you to amend the EPA's deaft environimental impact
statement 50 as to limit the effects of harmful mountaintop temoval
mining; I find it unconscionable that the Bush admimisteation plans-to 1-9
continye to let coal companies destroy Appalachia with mining practices
that Jevel mountaintops, wipe out forests, bury streams and destroy
communities. Once again, the Bush administration is pushing a policy
that would degrade the our quality of life while making a few people
richer.

Pledse protect Appalachia,

Sincerely,

Julie Atrington

Julie Asrington
534 N'W Maxine Avenue
Corvallis, OR 97330

arringti@icasco net
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Gordon Aubrecht, I1

Harvard Ayers

Gordon 1, Aubrecht, 11
Date:  1/05/2004
City:  Delaware State: OH  Zip: 43015

L am unhappy to learn that the current {Bush) administration plans to continue to let coal
companies destroy Appalactiia-with mining practices that level moutitaintops, wipe out for
bury streams, and destroy communities despite the wishes of many West Virginians and ot
affected by the probable decision to go ahead. | agree with many of Julia Bonds’ criticistns
expressed at the BIS meeting i July, 2003,

According to the administration’s-draft Exvironmental Impact Statemetit (E1S) on mountai
removal coal miining, the environmental effects of mountaintop rémoval dre widespread,
devastating, and permanent. Yet, the drafl EIS proposes no restrictions on the size of valle
that bury streams, o limits on the number of acres of forest-that can be destroyed, no prot
for imperiled wildlife, and no safeguards for the commnmnities of peaple that depend on the
region's natural resources. for themselves and future generations. As has been reported in s
plaves , many residents are afraid that there will be “noise and dust from blasting, the loss
streams buried by valley fills and the fear of fiooding from overtodded sediment ponds or s
slurry impoundments.” The EIS states-that the region has lost 6.8% of its forests fo
mounaintopping; and 724 miles of its stécams fo-valley fills, to the destiment of all Amexi.
This adversely affects local water quality and afters runoff characteristics. Without niew lir
mountaintop removal, or a teturn to.those measures proposed by the Clinton administratio:
large-area of of mountains, streams, and forests will soon be destroyed by mountaintop pir
Many state studies have asserted that regulations in place are not being enforced, accordin
the EIS.

These state measures should be supported strongly by the federal governient, which aceo
to my reading the EIS did notrecommend. In light of these facts, [ urge you to consider
alternatives that reduce the environmental impacts of mountaittopremoval,

Thauk you for your consideration on this important issue.

1-9

~— Forwacded by David Ridet/R3/USEPA/US o0 01/30/2004 11:21 AM -

Harvard Ayers
<harvard@boonene  To:  R3 Mountaintop@HEPA
> e

Subject: Mountaintop Removal EIS
01/21/2004 11:31
AM

Dear EPA person-

L have taken many teips over the last 10 years from my honte in the Blue Ridge Mountains of
Notth Caroling to the coalfields of West Virginia and Kentucky. I have flown many times in
a small plane overthe aress that have mountaintop semoval mines. I am also conducting a

satellite analysis of how much expanse of the appalachian coalfields have been destroyed by
MTR.

9-1-5
My analysis indicates that about 1 million acres of West Virginia;, Kentucky, Vieginia and
Tennessee have already been leveled, with much more to come. If the current practice
contintes at today's pace, it will teuly go from " Almiost Heaven, West Virginia," o " Almost
Level, West Vitginia." 1 have sobbed with several other people at a time in the flights, These
people huve included avetage people, national Conggessional staff, ministers, media, pretty
much folks from all walks of life.

10-4-2
Also, T have talked to many folks in the coslfields and spent the night on their floots to gain
a better understanding of the human tole of MTR. Along with a geologist collcague of mine
at Appalachian State University, I have investigated a huge mining crack on Kayford
Mountain, WV, which looms ovet the valley town of Dorothy. The investigation of the
geologist indicated that a potential landslide which he saw evidence of could cover the town
with 200 feet of rubble in secoads from the time it broke loose, killing all the residents.

I have seen a lot of environmental threats over the countey, and T have never seen anything
like the effects of Mountaintsp Removal. T therefore urge you to reflect the devastation
currently being caused by this practice and T ask you to recommend restrictions that will stop
the devastation. 1 utge you not to do another sham study that 1 have come o expect from
the Bush EPA. Acknowledge that theee is temendous problem to praple and the
envitonment and take the steps necessaty to rein in the out-of-control cotporations (Arch,
AT. Massey, etc.) and stand up for what's rght!
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Janet Ayward

T yourhaven't had the opportunity, 'l be glad to prowide s Right for vou, who ever you acce

and anyone else in EPA that might riot have seen what youare segulating from that
perspective.

Sincerely,

Tarvard Ayers

Professor of Anthropology
Appalachian State University
Boone, NC 28607 - §28-262-6381
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Jim Baird Ray & Arlene Baker

REC'D a5 0 4 29
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TRanhk You for yeour tiwg and intersst,
Jim Baird

Takons Fark, MO
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1 axt writing to jnform you of my feelings conzerning some topics in the most recent FIS. Toppose

Isabel Balboa Jessie Ballowe
---- Forwarded by David Ridet/R3/USEPA/US on 01/07/2004 03:32 PM -~
"isa*}ld«bﬁ“m@ho sy 16, 2004 REC'D JAN 2 § 214
tmail.com” To: R3 Mountaintop(@EPA
cistbel balbos ex: US A 0B
Suhject: Please Stop Destructive Mountaintop lm‘ 4 M&thk,&;:t isios
Removal Mining
01/06/2004 12:42 Dear Mr. Porren, 1-9
PM l -

Dear Mr. John Forren, Project Manager,

I strongly urge you to amend the EPA's draft environmental impuct statement 30 as to
limit the effects of harmful mountaintop removal mining. I find it unconscionable
that the Bush administration plans to continue to let coal companies destroy
Appatachia with mining practices that level mountaintops, wipe out forests, bury
streams and destroy communities.

T urge you to immediately amend the draft FIS accordingly. ‘Every time you destroy
the environment, Satan smiles.

Sincerely,

Isabel Balboa

4018 West 175 St

Toreance, CA 90504
isabel_balboa@hotmail com

1-9

movntaintep removal miting, valley fills and 4oy change to the buffer rone rule. These issues have hesn
brought 1o niy arrention recently. !w&n{mmdawmwymm;kubmmpod. Imﬁy hope thar
it will be taken seriously ind not tossed aside. I\mdemandymmawxybuqmm man
enormously important job, Plesse take jnto consih some of my
Issums in the future,
Twill not go into tedious datails, but I am upser that specific restrietions on the use of valley fills were 1 10
rejerted with such linde conslderation. Tn addivion I oppose the proposal to change the stesam buffer
mmkthnpmbﬂﬂwmmﬂngmdﬁtywhntww&mm 1 do st suppore alternatives #1, 2, or 1 5
3 conrained within the EIS report. None of these opitions will proteet pus water or our communities,
Thring these concerss t6 you in hiopes that you will keep en open and determisied mind. Our
mwmt»pmmmmdomwmmd!mdm&emwwa&epm&:hgmhdkfe Thank

you for your time anid

Sincerely,
?MW

Jessie Ballowe

1485 BONNYCASTLE AVE,
LOUISYILLE, K'Y 40108

MTM/VF Draft PEIS Public Comment Compendium

A-859

Section A - Citizens



Carl Banks

Israel Baran

. 'u 5 58&(3&53@)-, i
- IéSo Qad\mm,,; o

M%M

REep
JAN 2
1 24 7% zzﬁ}? oy

ﬁ Ry 2

7:/{? Sors Bchlrsy srsg T Bt -

492{ Coa & o o
“ 2 % ,_{Aeg %W/
4, = ﬂ;,,w/’ Cope i CE By 2, e =
/ﬁ%-‘ ) //‘ggﬁ P .é;//»/
s, i T
>
Cavere 4[//6; 5‘/&’7&,6{?//[/”},

THey,

P A,
B Bor gy
e %@MW

% By & /—7,«% = s
me,f

1-9

1-10

MTM/VF Draft PEIS Public Comment Compendium

A-860

Section A - Citizens



Richard Baskin

Susan Bechtholt

RBaskin{@aol.com
To:  R3 Mouataintop@EPA
01,/03/2004 0944 o
AM Subyeet: Strengthen draft BIS on mountaintap remaoval
coal minmg

M. John Forren

Project Manager

U.S, Envitonmental Protection Agency (3EA30)
1650 Arch Sireet

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Email: mountaintop.r3@epagov

Dear Mr. Forren,

For vears, land reclamation after strip mining has been a cocognized need: Yer the extent to
which the land ateais returned to it pre-mining state has been a subject of great controversy.
Obvinusly, the economics of strip. mining become that much less viable the more extensive
the ceclamation. Stll; there must be 2 balance between the immediate gains of strip mining
versus the degradation of the area onee the strip mining is complete.

Mountaintop mining is pacticulaly troubling piven that it Jevel mountaintops; wipes out
forests, bunes streams and destroys communities. According to the draft EIS, the
envitonmental effects of mountaintop removal are widespread, dévastating and petmanent.
Yet the deaft EIS proposes no restrictions on the size of valley fills that busy streams, no
limits on the number of actes of forest that can be destroyed, no protections for impesiled
wildlife and no safeguards for the communities that depend on the region's natural resoutces
for themselves and futute generations. Instead, the proposed "prefersed alternative” for
addressing the enotmous problems caused by mountamntop removal mining igriores the
stisdies that quantify these problems. Furtheemore, it proposes weakening existing
environmental protections and allowing mountaintop temoval and associated valley fills to
continue at an accelerated rate.

1 strongly urge you o amend the EPA's draft eaviconmental impact statement so-as-to limit
the effects of harmful mountaintop removal mining: Alternatives must be considered that
reduce the envimnmental impacts of mountaintop removal and then implement measures to
protect natural tesources and communities in Appalachia, such as restrictions on the size of
valley fills to teduce the destruction of streams, forests, wildlife and communities. 1 utge you
to immediately amend the draft BIS accordingly.

Sincerely,

Richard Baskin

2 Roton Ave
Revaavtnn (U1 6853

1-5

Forwardsd by David Rider/B3/USEPR/UB on ULAEB/2004 D238 AM —me--

1. Beohthalt

@
lisi@pecplopc. To: R

Giis
“Ea
MountalntoplERAR
Rl ey W0

Liwit the ]_9
Destruction Caused By Mountaintop Remowal Mining
O1/18/2004 10301
M

Busan Bewhtholt

5280 Banney Rd 83

Pory pohard, WA BE387

Janasry 12, 2004

John Forgeb

Us . ERA {3ER3D)

L6586 Arch Snrest

Pliiladelphin, A 19103

Dear Forren:

5290 Banner Rd 82 wew, kalielsprairedogs homestesd. com/

Bincerely,

Susan Bechtholf
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Lawrence Beckerle

Forwarded by David Rider/RIUSEPALIS bn 01/08/2004 09:59 AM -~

R3 Mountaintop@EPA

Lawrence Beckerle
<Jawrencebeckerte - To:
@yahoo.com> oo
Subfect - Additional comments on E1S
010812004 12:08
PM

January 8, 2004 comments on EIS
By Lawrence T. Beckerle

PO Box 118

Craigsvilie, WV 26205

Fatal flaws

EPA did not malke proper use of data gathered by US
Forest-Service from Appalachian and Cumberfand
Mountain areas and formerly headqmrtereﬁ at Berea
Kertucky. - Information on this data was included in
first comments: | made (a-tofal of 28 typed pages to
£PA 32+ pages to OSM) during the first scommert
period - (it may help you toremember my verbal
commertary - I note-here that bwas the one who
brought a watermelon to the hearing in Loganfroma
bond forfeited mourtain top mine site that 1 raclaimed
in Fayette County.) A consultard form Pennsylvatia did
call me once for more information onwho then had the
raw data collécted in the fast vears of that study,
but it seems no analysis or other use was made of this
unique date. Note: it is the oty consistertt miuiti

year ollection of data from such a large area.
Furthermore it the only data that can be used to sort
ouf such multiple variables as the various effects of
vary differert ions over time. The data were
coltected from abolt 1975 to about 1987,

Because the EIS does not consider how misguided
regulations cause envirorimental problerms; there is
little foroffer on how to sofve the problems mentioned
inthe EIS. Fuithermore those problems are therefore
mistakeniy blemead on mining activity.  With out sueh
distinetions important issues are left unrespived and
people are left as confused as before about what to
believe. Since both OSM and the West Virginia
Depariment of Envirorimental Protection are reluctant
to admit that their regulstions are the root cause of
prablems, itis especially important that EPA take a
more perceptive look at those issues.

The following examples. are offered to help reviewers

3-3

to better analyze the issues;
VALLEY FILLS

Configuration: Under surent reguiiations nio real
option arrd certainly no encouragemert exists to
develop more effective or more visually pleasing
shapes to valiey fills.. Surtace shapes atiowed for
the mining industry do not ever approach the variety
of stmpes used by the department of highways for .
vatfey fills when they build new roadsfinterstate
systems.

Guyrrent regulations generally aliow just two basic
{vpes of valley fills: chimney core drainand 80 %
durable rackend dump valley Tlls. Bolh these
designs aliow dissofve salids fo be flushed out of
vaﬂey fills. Paﬂ of this flaw could be conected

removal o trees and othier surtdce organios pefore
placement of filt material, - OSM-sruffed ot the yse
of trees and shiubs for under draing. Now organic
filtérs are riot even allowed in the aerohic zohes of a

valley il

Part of this is due to the fact that tegulators do ot
make & difference between consideration of the
stability of the-face of fhe valley filt from the

material behind the face. While this may simplify
things for regutators; it also has fhe effact of
outiawing innovative technologies for improving water
quality. It also outiaws fils that aoncentrate

stability features at the most vulnerable area
{generally the tace) and use the rest of tha valley

fil fo enhance othier parameters.

By contrast to 80 % durabie rock fills and chimney
core drain flig, it Has been shown to be. possible to
slow ruroff in & valley fill and fo inorease the
filtering effect

As.a third oplion'a valley fill could be used 1o

create cells or & Kind of dam efféct 1o improve water
quatity parameters. However the Dam Cenfrol Act may
need some mogdification to-allow. Lse of desigrs that
might be: currently subject to its restrictive

provisions, But which should be exempt to-encolrage
new designs for improving water cuality.

Among the concepts for which bureaucrats might use the
Dam Control act as a roadblock are: Internal cells in

a valley fifl and perched waler tables.

PREVENTION OF ACID MINE DRAINAGE

Three ingredients are required for acid ming drainage

13-3-2
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to be prodiiced:. water, oxygen, and pytite or similar
material. Production of acid mine drainage s
maximized when the pyretic material occurs in the
water fluctuation zone, Thus there are two Jogical
approachies to preventing production of acid mine
drainage’

1.} Keep the pyretic material high and dry to keep
water from getting to it

2.} Put the pyretic material below the permanent water
table to dery oxygen needed by the sulfur oxidizing
bacteria

Where states regutatory agencies allow only the first
approach (West Virginia) infiltration of rainwater is
discouraged. Orainage structures resemble those used
for highway construction and runoffs rates can be very
tigh.

Where state agencies (Hlindis) have preferred the
second listed approach infiltration of rainwater is
encouraged and drainage structures often resemble
those used by farmers 1o reduce arosion and ingrease
the productivity of their tand. Runoff rates are
lowered by such structures, It is possible to

eliminate storm water runoff with such structures.

The flood control benefits can be enormous,  But
where the emphasis is on the first approach such
structures are not allowed.

Less well-known to state officials is that such
structures increase the productivity of vegetation and
the productivity of sulfur reducing bacteria, both of
which help to reverse acid mine production. However
for those that have studied effects of rice paddies
that formerty occurred in South Carolina and/or the
earthen cells used for commercially raising crayfish,
this is old news.

For farmers interested in ground water recharge and
cthetwise retaining moisture to increase production of
their land such structures are old news, Most aiso
realize that the increased moisture through the winter
months helps increase the freeze-thaw actions that
reduce compaction and are thus an aid to increasing
rooting depths for plants.

APPROXIMATE ORIGINAL CONTOUR

In my work to create topsoil material for bond

forfeited surface mined land, | have leamed the hard
way that a 15% siope is the maximum safety fimit for
trucks to dump sawdust and other materials thet we
used to make a topeoil layer. (15 feet vertical fali

in 100 horizonta! distance = 15% slope.)

With my farming cooperators (David Williams and James
Briggs) we soon learned that 25% is the maximum safety
limit to operate a farm tractor along the contour of
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the land.

28 % slope isthe standard steepness for roofs.
ori fhe average hbme. (The same slope when used by
homebutiders to put a roof on a House is described as
& piteh of 3 Inches vertical fall for every 12 inches
of horizontal distance, or as 3 in 12 or 312's)

Beirg able to safely operate equipment should be a
concern of everyone who values the life of their

fellow Chiristian, But some are not safisfied to see
tand put back as steep as the roof on a typical home,
they strongly prefer very steep land {ard call any one
in the wrong who wishes to keep the steepness of the
land withits reasorable safety fimits). In effect,

they insist on very steep slopes and use judges and
lawyers with no real experience in farming or land
rectamation to mandate slopes very much in excess of
15% arid are not even satisfiéd with slopes under 25%
*. In court they have sssentially argued for as much
fand as possible to be put back to 50% slopes.
{Generally only bulldozers with new ar nearly new
tracis can safely operate o mined lend with slopes
betwesn 36% and 50%.) The US Congress had enough
sense to describe tand over 20 degrees (36+ %) as
steep slope mining and enactad provisions to
discourage putting land back to slopes steeper than
36%. Butin their haste to make mining and
reclamation more difficult for coal companies, the
radivale have ignored the intert of Congress and
succeeded in getling Judge Haden to ignore its basic
intent on fimiting the steepness of the land after
rining.

*Many of the same people complain whan roads excaed 4
%.. (For their safety the Department of Highways posts
signs warning of steep grades whenever the sfope of
the road is 5 % of more.y And they want their yards

1o be flat enough to run a lawnmower, so why do they
insist-that rural landowners be stuck with siopes as
steep as the roof ori their houses? Where is the

justice in that?- Gan they not see that they are
supporting a double standard?

Seme consider ary reduction in height of a mountain as
mountain fop removal mining. (And with that
interpretation a moratorium en mountaintop mining
avertually becommes a moratorium on nearly all surface
mining.). But the intent was that anly mining that was
returned to such fiat slopes that it eliminated the
maountaintop was to be called mountaintop remaval
mining - {But as we Have afl seen the first step to
deception is changing the meaning of words and the use
of words/phrases out of cortext.}: The ariginal
mountain top mines were more than just flat. They
actually stoped (usually at 3 to 5%) towards the

middie of the former mountain, so that @ depression
was left where 8 mountain once stood,

19-3-2
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Sormne say a picture is worth a thousand werds, | wish
| had pictures of trucks that rolied over when the
operators tried to dump their ivads on hills steeper
than 16%. | do have pictures of the land we were able
to rectaim. I'mingluding a mere twa copies with this
letier. (1 have many.more | would fike to show you.)

The land showr in the pictures is more productive than
whal can be achieved by land with slopes over 15%. 1t
is more resistant to erosion. it is more resjstant to
flagh flood type rurioff*. The very rich two-foot

deep layer of topsail we created is sormething that
future generations will be able fo uge. The amount of
carbon sequestration that we achieve with this project
is higher (on a per acre basis) than all other

projects that 1 have heard about.

{ am reminded of the biblical exhortations to fower
the mourtains, raise the valleys, and praise the Lord.

* On gentle sloping lands {(be it mined tand or other
high-and dry fands}) & is possible to bulld enough

ion terraces and similar structures that cateh
and hold flash Bood style runoff so that flooding is
prevented. But it seems that-none of the radicals are
interested in such proposals. #t seems they'd rather
see a continuation of flooding so they can exploit the
misery of flood victime 1o advarce their political
agendas,

For a long time the West Virginta Department of
Environmental Protection (and its predecessors) used a
fifty-foot rule to judye the return to approximate
original contour. This standarnd had the advantage of
being simple and where the contour intervals on
topographic maps of several counties is forty feet, a
fifty foot rule was close to the mappings standards
used by the US. Gaological Survey.  However, one
problem'is that fifty feet can be'a lot or 4 fittle
depending on what context it is used in. Taken out of
context, that rule caused plenty of canfusion.

{Due to a number of protlems the 50400t rule was
meant to be more of a guide.  Since it wasn't always
“strictly enforced”, some thought that DEP had broken
the law by not enforcing this rule.

But height wes not intended by Congress to be the
measure of approximate ofiginal contour: The concern
voiced by Congressmen from farming states makes that
clear. The emphasis from those Congressmen was to
restore the agricuttural productivity of the jand. To

do that the land must be made at least as flat as it

was before mining. Congress set 50% as the maximum
slope for post mining land. Since most of the fand

(80 to B0% in some) in many courties is in excess of
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50%, it is rot possible to return thie land to its
origingl haights. Which further smnphasizes that
Congress was more inferested in retuming land to
usable slopes, which generally should be at least as
fiat ag what ocstrred before miring )

The 50-foot standard was alse wrong in thet it could
resull in tand that was much steeper than what
cecurred before mining of it could result in land that
was much flatter. What would have madeé mare sense
are requirements based on percent slope such as:

010 15% should be at Jeast as much of the land is in
this slope category as oecurrad before mining,

15 to 25 % should be approximately as much land in
this slape category as oocurred before mining.

2510 38 % the armount of land in this category after
mining should not-exceed what accurred before mining.
37 10-50% the amount of fand in this category. after
mining should not exceed what oocurred before miring.
The provisions enacted by the US Congress showad they
had a special concern about land that might be graded
0 slopes greater than 37 %. (20 degrees is between
36 arid 37%)

Owver 50%. in general Congress prohibited a return of
{and to slopes greater than 50%, even though a
significant armourt of land in some steep mountainous
counties ranges from 50 to 80 %.

Other states have besn using percent slope
classifications as a way to regulate their mining
industries since and some even before the passage of
SMCRA {the Surface Mining Conservation and Reclamation
act, 1t seems that Wast Virginia needs to adopt a
simitar slandard. A possible barrier in West

Virginia fo passing such a standard Is the confusion
and legal mess caused by Judpge Haden's decigions.
Since he is.a federal judge, West Virginia is now.in
some ways as restricted on passing laws with regards
{0 mining; as'it is restricted on passing laws that

fimit abodtion. The consent degree entered into by
those who file the lawsuit and DEP also restricts West
Virginia's ability to fix things. Inthese cases,

consent degrees become just another way 1o deny our
right to vote on these issues. . Are you not goncemed
about this injustice”?

To arrive at some of hie decisions Judge Maden had to
not only igrore the intent of the US Congress; he had
to change a faw key definitions, for example:

Waste rock is a term normially used for rock left after
provessing to extract a-minaral - Its economio value
is gone: It ean be ina fairy dry form such-as rock
that has been leached to extract gold. 1t can be i
slurry form.that is inhérently unstable, such as
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slurry from a coal preparation plart, Slurry material
is inherently unstable. The materials dredged from
rivers and canals are inherently unstable, so the US
Congress included dredging material in its provisions
on waste rock.

Fill rock is normally used for rock that is used ina
fill. People untrained in construction or mining wil
often make fills on their properties. Many times they
will copy what they have seen in construction or
mining. Sorretimes they take shortcuts and end up with
problems. A common short cut is to skip doing a
durability test ot the rock they plan to use in a

fifl, so-that it is no longer select fill as is used

in the mining industry. it should also be noted that

a valley does not contain the foltowing materials:

No acid producing materiat

No gob

no siurry

no fy ash

no mud is disposed of in valley filt

Judge Haden's decision on mourtaintop mining attempted
to put a number of unitruths into court made faw.  How
the decision of the Appeals Court affect this I'm not
entirely suie, but | would ask that EPA make note of

their decision so that those utitruths are not further
advanced.

Comments on EIS (with additional pages since surmmer
03 submission of first page)
Page 1
By Lawrence T. Beckerle
PO Box 118,
Craigsville, WV 26205

Coutd better discern what the effects of valley fill
were If one knew the percent slope of the land above
it and could statistically separate out the effect of
steep slopes from the size of valley fills. The
probiems being attributed to valiey fills may be due
to the steep slopes above those valley fills. And it
is'very possible that larger valley fill that make
possible a reduction of steepness of slope on the land
above the-valley fill will heve less runoff thana

small valiey fill with steeper land above it. However
without information ¢n the stope of the land, it will

be hard for scientist to-make these determinations.
(The irony is that iilinois, which is much Hatter

than West Virginia keeps records on steepness of
slopes, and West Virginia ignores the issus )

Siope information needs 1o be cataloged here in the
mountains just as well

13-3-2

17-1-2

Regulations could be improved by # consideration for
steepness. For example: to control erosion, one
reeds to have more vegetation (or other erosion
vontrol measures) on a 40% siope than a 4% slope
{grade). Butfor revegetation purposes DEP treats all
isnd the same, even that which is ten times as sleep
as the land preferred by farmers and most homeowners.
I DEP had Jogical vegetation requirements for
different grades of land this wouid help quail, which
prefer a patchwork pattern of vegetation: (Since

plant species vary in their sensitivity to

cormpetition, a greater diversity of plant life will be
petmitied by this change )

For example:

The fypical grade of a wet meadow (arnd some forest
weflands) is 1% Anything over 2% generally becomes a
ot of relatively dry island. There could be &
category for land with an overall grade under 2%, 50
the public could know whether. enough wet weather
pouls, wet meadows and wet farests are being created
to sustain wildiife: that depend on these habitats,

The typical grade for a highway 18 4% or less. (Note
thait DOH puts up signe warning of @ steep grade ahead
for highways that have a 5% or greater grade.) There
could be a category for land no steeper than the
typical highway.

The safety limit for durping a load from a truck is
18%. There could be @ category for regarded mined
tand that is safe efough to operate a durnp truck
18.6% used 1o be the standard for the pitch of a roof
on mobile homes (also described as 2° fall per 12°),
Now the standard is 20%. (2 %" fall per 12%)

The safety limit for tperating a farn fractor along

the contour is 25%. . There could be a category for
land safe enough to operate a farm tractor {along the
vontour and thus aid the use of soll conservation
practices). (25% is the standard pitch for a roof on

a house, {(which a contractor would refer fo 28 3M2 or
3" tall per 12,

Finaity there could be a category for land too steep

1o operate to cperate a farm Yractor along the contour
and is steeper than the roof on the average American's
house

However rather than match cover type with the
steepness as one would do for @ play ground or roof on
a house, DEP insists on the same kind of vegetative
cover for all slopes. By enforcing a uniformly
unimaginative coverypes, DEP further impoverishes
tha landscape of West Virginia, limits game birds, and
reduces the variety of songbirds and butterfiies.

Ancther varlable is that valley fills of different
dasigns will have different runoff rates.
The simplest example being the a valley Tl of the
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same size and shape with 80% durable rock will have a
faster discharge of water than a valiey fill f the

same size and shape with 60% durable rock.

if the percent of rock is the same for two valley

fills, but one has all the durable rogk at the toe of

the fill instead of through out, it should be both

more stable and have slower discharge.

If rock and size are the same, but one has reversed
slope terraces and the other doasn'i, the first will

have slower runoff than the second.

A common public need across the West Virginis is a
need for flood controd,

Yetthe public use provision has never been used to
address extra steps for reducing flonds

Taking steps to reduce flooding would have a
beneficial economic impact, yet the variance for
economic use has nevar been approved for steps to
reduce flooding

For example: the pure economics.of crayfish farming
and the economic need for a crayfish farm in Southern
West Virginia would be hard to justify to the
safisfaction of regulatory agencies so fong as they
only consider the price of crayfish in to their
caleulations. However if they would also consider the
benefits that such a farm would contribute to the
reduction of losses due to flopding then their
caloulations would be more accurate and fair to all,

In its interim regulations OSM had a rule against any
depressions bigger than a sguare meter. Following
that that time period. the Drainage Handbook became
the standard In West Virginia. To this day the
Drainage handbook still has a rule against depressions
deeper than two tens of a foot..  As a consequence of
the eartier O8M rule and the current rule there are
very few wetlands on mined lands and those that do
oceur are of very poor quality. Another part of the
reason that there are so few wetlands is that: 1.)

the overall emphasis of the Drainage Handbook is to
channe!l water off the mined site arxd 2) there has
been a regulatory agency tendenocy to consider every
water retaining structure 1o be an impoundment so that
even sediment ditches are required to be removed after
mining. Sa the thought on the operational side has
been why build something constructive, if you're going
o have to destroy it later.

As a consequence vernal pools and ephemeral pools are
rare.

Wet meadows are rare.

Wet forests are rare

Absorption terraces are rare,

Zero runoff bench and berm systems are rare.

And t do no know of any crayfish farms on mined land

in West Virginia. (an important food for wild turkey)
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Al of these would result in more “organic ensrgy” for
aquatic organisms in the steams below the mining area.

Forest Ecology page 158 rainfall inferception

Page 167 effect of wind

Page 260 Decreasing order of watet congumption are:
wet meadows, open wateér. grassiands, vegétable crops,
bare soil

“Thus in the Lake States, the presence of northern
white cedar inwet sites is indicative of seepage
conditions where the water table is moving rapidly and
relatively high in oxygen. ‘'With completely stagnant
and oxygen-poor water, only black spruce and
assogiated ericaceous species can grow.”

Channels from decaying taproots page 269

Irfiltration rates of 250mm per hour

283 in'sand plains of Lake States , organic matter
provides the major sourge of colioids for soll

" rwtrition”

took for page on allelopathic effects on N-fixation
and presence of legumes and mycorrhizal fungi
T000mm per hour is that 50 inches per hour?

SEVEN POINT PROGRAM FOR ENVIROMENTAL PROTECTION AND
MORE JOBS IN WEST VIRGINIA

Eliminating unnecessary roadblocks and sowing the

seads for a more vibrant econormy: that will benefit

everyone

By Lawrence T. Beckerle
LEGALIZE creating more types of WETLANDS, for example.

1.J Loggers are fold by the Department of Forestry
(DOF) that in arder to comply with-BMP's (Best
Managemert Practices) they must out slope all their
skid roads, so as to eliminate pools of water. These
pools are needed by frogs and salamarders to produce
offspring. Their young corme off & spring or other
early spring wet area, so they truly are offspring.
Turkey hens Tead their baby chicks to these pools to
drink and feed on insects. S0 evanthough these pools
dry upin summer, they are importanit fo wildlife.
Pools and wellands help water to soak into the land,
which aids the growth of trees and other plants in the 17_1_2
ares. Productive lands generate more jobs than
poverly lands.
2.) While cattail wetiands are allowed on strip mines,
most of the other types are notaliowed. For example:
in the Drainage Handbook for Surface Mining
depressions deeper than two tenths of a foot (2.4
inches) afe prohibited for diversions and constructed
drainways. Legalizing all types of wetlands from
accidentally oreated tadpole pools, crayfish flats, to
wild rice paddies would increase wildiife diversity.
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Water caught by these wetlands would heip reduce
flooding.

LEGALIZE more FLOOD CONTROL

There are number of ways to configure mine land to
reduce the severity of flooding during heavy rains,
but West Virginia only aliows mountaintop removal
mining-and approximate original contour
configurations. Other concepts are not allowed
There are a number of structures that have been proven
to reduce flooding, but it is rot legal to build them
on mined land in West Virginia, {For examiple:
Absorption terraces, zero runoff bench and berm
systems.)

LEGALIZE the use of NATIVE PLANTS

1) The West Virginia Department of Highways (DOH)
lists only non-native plants for stabilizing cut
slopes-and filt areas on road right-of-ways.
Wildflowere plantings you sometimes see are an
exception to rules to use anly non-netive plants.

2.) West Virginia Black Cherry trees are valuable for
songhirds ard game animals. Black Cherry lumber
currently brings more money than Black Walnut. Ifa
coal operator or the landowner plants Black Cherry on
minad land without the approval of The West Virginia
Department of the Environmentsl Protection (DEP), it
is consiclered a violation of the law. It should NEVER
be a violation of the law to plart native wildflowers,
shrubs and trees

LEGALIZE more FISH AND WILDUIFE HABITAT, for example:

1.j Coal operators are not currently permitted to

build raceways for trout and other fish, because these
structures are not on DEP's fist of approved
structures. Operators are not allowed to create brush
piles for rabhits to hide or birds fo nest.

2.} Loggers are not allowed to put trestops or other
wood pieces into streams to create pools favorable to
trout and other arimals. Reguletors do not recognize
that the reduction of the movement of wood from the
forest to the sea is having an adverse effect on
aquatic life forms that are necessary to the survival
of freshwater figh and ocean fish such as tuna fish,

BIRD FRIENDLY LAND USES

Some Land Uses Helpful to the Re-establishment of
Morning Dove, Bobwhite Quail, Prairie Chicken, Ruffed
Grouse, Turkey

by Lawrence T. Backerle

Copyright 2004, 2002
Adjunct Professor, Nichotas County Campus of Glenville
State College
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Wy shouid vou care about these birds? Because as
rature’s hydroseeders they are more effective in
establishing most fruit bearing type herbs, forbs,
woody shrubs and trees than any mechanical
hydroseeder, These plartings also benefif songbirds.

BOBWHITE QUAIL AND ASSOCIATED SONGBIRD HABITAT
RESBTORATION (A land use category for promoting native
wildiife, plants that have been reduced by urban sprawt

and invasive non-native plants.

NATIVE MEADOW NURSERY FARMS for plants of economic ar
restoration value (especially WV scolypes)
a.) Native grass propagation and/or seed
harvesting fields
bl) Native ritragen fixing plant propagation
and seed harvesting fields
c.) Native forb, herb. or other wildfiower
plant propagation and seed harvesting fislds

NATURAL HABITAT BERRY FIELDS »»>»e>»25> go back to
native trees, shrubs and vines for rural America for
notes
&) Silver Buffaloberty, Blackberry,
Blackhaw Viburnum or perhaps bayberry
b.} Huckieberry andior blueberry, plus
strawberty
c) Aronia (Chokeberry), elderberty,
aralia spp., red mulberry, or perhaps spicebush andfor
Amierican mourtain ash

NATURAL HABITAT TREESHRUB nut/fruit ORCHARD
Hazelnut, nut ping, persimmon, walnut or
butternut.. with low ground cover to aid harvesting

Plum, crabaj .
NATURAL HABITAT MEDICINAL SAVANNA

RED ELM, plus Biack Cherry, Cucumbertree,
Elderberry, Blackhaw Viburmuma8#61628; Use ground
cover that aids beneficial insects

For reutral to alkaline soils: RED ELM,
Bur ok, {Hackberry, Pérsimmon, Yellowwood),
butternut, yellow chéstrut oak

Native medicinal herbs or wild native
foods
NATURALIZING ORCHARDS FOR UNCOMMON TO RARE NATIVE
PLANTS
Especially those that can survive a hydroseeder and
thus be used in future land reclamation projects
Uncomman to rare native West Virginia plants
(varieties, ecotypes and species (use orayfish pools
to grow wet meadow plants
Nutrush (Seleria triglomerata) and four sided
spikerush {Elesocharus quadrangulata) would need 2
crawdad (crayfish) type pool to produce seed

19-3-5
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ABSORFTION FIELDS for

Enhancing ground water recharge

To reduce need for sediment ponds andfor
increase thelr efficiency.

To create moist pockets on slopes with less
than 2% grade to favor plants ke Pennsyivaria
smaftweed, which is a highly preferred winter food for
Bobwhite Guail. Several hollies, dogwoods, nutsedge,
and even chufa, sunroot

To create the kind of wetlands being missed
by uplang birds, especially

Vernal and Ephemeral pools that favor
grasses and forbs with grain type seed fora true
wetland meadow effect. For maore design information on
absorption. see original S-113-85 perrmit,

Valley Fill STREAM ELEVATION PROJECTS

A) To make possitle above land uses as well as other
productive uses of disturbed tand. As steepness of

land increases, erosion coritrol must take precedence

over all other erwirormental and management concerns

It is hoped that these few examples will help

interested parties to see the advantages to our

state’s future in reducing the overall steepness of

miring fand in West Virginia.

B.) Elevated streams can help sreate oxygen rich water
to counteract the adverse effects of drainage from

10%: [+ 2%) Limit for feaving open bare ground for
dove feading and loafing, and volunteering of sarly
soccessional annuals.

limit for most productive farmiand

cover ¢fop and/or past crop residue left on
surface to retard erpsion untif next crop planted.

15% rmaximum safety limit for trusks 1o dump topsoil,
topsoll substitutes, and soil amendrmsnts.
The "sawdust project” and the stocking ofBobwhite Quiail would never have taken place if the
mined land bad been steeper than 15 percent
Limit for most productive types of cover that
will allow baby chicks to feed on the.ground and to
catch insects.
Lirnit for the type of plant cover that will
best encourage the growth of trees and shrubs.

25% maximum safety limit for harrowing, disking,
planting, drilling slong the contour to retard
erosion.
mechanical planting of trees must be done along
contour to retard erosion

lirrit for band fertilizer placement along the
contpur

limit for most grain harvesting combines and
most other seed harvesting equipment.

j Is 20 degrees, the legal
septic tarks and sewage freatment plants. Even 19-3-5 ﬁ%ﬁffiﬁ &%ﬁ%ﬁn@ arees. & 19-3-5
without increased oxygen, mine water can act as a firmit for most tree shesrers and whole tree
counter balance to sewage type effiuents, thus making harvesters
the figh that live in those strearms safer o eat. fimit for revegetating land without use of some
kind of artificial nonliving mulch: hay, straw, paper
-Get bigger plants by reducing amounts of seed used in or wood fiber
sowing. Bigger plants result in stronger, deepet
taproots, and more seed for birds. 40% approximate safely firmit for “bush hogging” (up
SOME SLOPE LIMITATIONS FOR HABITAT RESTORATION and down hills} for specially equipped tractars. So
PROJECTS the only way to control nonnative invasive plants is
for Morning Dove, Bobwhite Quall, Ruffed Grouse, through coritrol burns arid/or use of herbicides
Prairie Chicken, and Turkey
by Lawrence T.Beckerle Slopes at'40% and above almost the exclusive domain of
hydroseeding, which exciudes plants whose seed can't
survive a hydroseedar.  Many more plants can't
Copyright 2001 survive the irtense grass competition necessary at
Adjunct Professor, Summersville Campus of Glenvilie these steep slopes.
State College )
50% menxdimum safely limit for dozer o grade most
0-2% Siopes are great for vegetative water filters, fil materials. » )
reeds, sedpget; sug;oot, duek potato, and other 70-80% approximate originial contour in much, even
moisture loving plants. Can lead to mud flats, soils most of the mining areas in Boona, Logan, and other
that are easily probed for food. Nitrogen tixing countias in Southern West Virginia,
plants favor earthworms. Both conditions favor
American Woodgock,
5% is a steep grade for a highway. DOH posts SUMMARY OF SOME NEEDED CHANGES IN PRIORITIES on siope
warnings, constructs escape famps, réduces speed issues TO FAVOR NATIVE FLORA AND FAUNA
limits, especially for trucks
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0-2%  just a few plants needed to act as starters
2-7%  handle like row crop agriculture

allow bare ground if disked atong contour 80 ridges
formed by disk catch water, preventing runoff

Under 158% slope: Fercent cover should be limited to
less than 30% and perennial grasses & forage legumes
shoutd not be planted, so as to encourage native

forbs, herbsand other wildflowers. In general only
annugls with at least one reseeding annual should be
required for bond release. Areas with non:natives too
aggressive to allow native forbs andlor herts to
prosper should be herbicide or opened up with a disc
before a tond request Is grented

1510 25% slope:  Percent cover requirements.should
be from 30t 50%. A perennial forb should be
included., but one that is shart enough or low enough
on aggression to allow plants such as rye to reseed
from one year to the next, -Grain type foods provide
essential winter feeding areas for Bobwhite Quail,
Ruffed Grouse, Prairie Chicken, and Turkey.

Over 25% slope:  Though it becomes necessary to
include a perennial grass for erosion control, such
grasses in fota! should not exceed 50% of the stand.

An exception might be made when the average slope of
the land exceeds 40%, but aven then forbs should be at
least 25% of the stand.  Because of the compaction
that occurs with “fracking in" this practice shouid

fimited o slopes in excess of 36%. Ground cover
should be from 50 to 75% for erosion controland still
aftow the growth of Sclomon seal and False Solomon
Seal

Over 40% slope 90%: ground coves should be
reserved for slopes over 40%

WILDLIFE NEED A MOSAIC OF HABITAT TYPES TO PROSPER

The following excerpts from several of my papers help
1o iustrate ways to create the needed habitat
diversity. Current reguistions for the mining

industry effectively prohibit most of these techniques
hindering effects to restore butterflies, songbirds,
game birds, and native plants.

Native Wildlife Seed Mixes (a few non-native
nufse/cover crops) for Road Cuts, Fills, and
Right-of-Way Construction (for electricity, gas,
wateriby Lawrence T Beckerle

Copyrights 2000, 2001, 2002,
2003
introduction:
The primary advantage of disturbed land in an
ecosystem is to allow pioneering plants to provide
more nutritious forage, seed and/or fruit for animals.
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Where plants provide ritritious food that supperts an
abundance of insact life, and also enable young birds
(chicks & young poults) to feed on those insects, it

is referred to5-as brood habitst  Brood habitat is
essential for younig birds to becorme adults. For
exampie: Bobwhite quail chicks live almost exclusively
on insects {(Beetles make. up aimost 50% of their diet,
particularly ground beeties, leaf beetles and
weevils.. ). Turkey chicks dapend mors on
grasshoppers. Good broad habitat will have lots of
beeties, grasshoppars, orickats; plus a tall grain,
bramble, or other verticat cover that interferas with
the ability of avian predators to swoop down for a

ill. Sorne grasses inhibit birds from feeding on
insects by hirdering their ability to walk, tun, &

hide. 2" talt chivks of Bobwhite guall {which weight
tess than ounce) need these breaks to survive. The
chicks of Ruffed Grouse are about twice the size of a
bumblebee with long legs.  So'as a rule of thumb: 1f
a horse won't eat it and a bumplebee can't walk around
or fiy though i, it's not suitable for brood habitat,

And if the plants you use are too aggressive for
asparagus, strawberries, rhubarb, sunflowers and/or
tumips to grow in the first years after planting,

#'s rot good braod habitat

Nurse ¢rops prevent germination of those weeds that
require full sunlignt and retard the growth of those
weeds that prefer full sunlight. They protect slow
growing, often-deficats seadiings of perennials from
drying winds and other environmental stresses. Black
Locust is used as a nurse crop for Black Walnut and
other hardwoods. Young looust heips to protect other
seedlings from deer. It produces light shade that
thins out even more as insects eat the leaves. It
plays host to bacteria that fix nitrogen in its roots.

its leaves readily decay, making ritrogen pius other
nutrients available fo microorgenisms and plants
Sowing red clover in a wheat field in February is both
an example of frost seeding and using fall sown wheat
as a nurse crop. For a mid March sowing there may not
be enough freeze-thaw action left to adequately bury
seed; so farmers use livestock to walk in the seed
Sowing rye in a standing crop of soybeans near harvest
time {just before 50% of the Jeaves fall) is an
example of relay cropping. - As leaves of the soybears
fall, the surface of the soil retains more moisture

and the seed of rye begin to germinate. By the time
the soybeans are harvested, the rye.is fairly well
establishied, 5o there is less charce of erosion with
relay crepping. As a relay race can involve more than
WO runners, so relay eropping can involve the
succession of more than two crops. When the same
crops used for nurse cropping and/or relay cropping
are mainly used fo increase organic material,
patticularly if they are plowed down prior to the next
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crop, they are referred to as green manure Ccrops. A
cover crop is any crop usedto hotd the soil in place.
between other uses. FFor example: . White clover sown
it an apple orchard is a cover crop. As is 1ye sown
on a topsoil stockpile. Fail sown rye fhat is ldter

killed by herbicide just prior to the no-till planting

of corn (in the following spring}-is a cover crop.

It's far chéaper to sow grasses such as Indian grass
into an appropriate nurse crop species at the
appropriafe time; for example: mid May into a pure
stand of Crimson clover that was established the
previous August of September. Since several warm
season natives do not germinate until soil

temperatures reach 70 degrees, it maybe more practioal
to sow those seeds earlier into a Crimson clover

stand. Dwarf Essex rape makes a showy yellow in
April. Since it gets 50 much failer, a top sowing of

a warm season species must be done in about February.

This would work for Switchgrass and others with
semi-gdormant late spring germinating seeds (requiring
soil termperatures above 70 degrees). Cool season
natives can be established along with Crimson in
Aug-Sept, such as Mountain ricegrass {Oryzopsis
species)
Sorme seeds are intermediate in size and free flowing
and so mix in well with clover seed for troadcast
sowing and use in & typical no-till driill. Sometimes
vailed pasture renovation drills, they are available
from the WV Soll Conservation districts for 825 per
day rental (plus a few dollars per-acra). Atleast 60
of the grasses native to WV fit this category.
Deertongue, Switchgrass, prairie dropseed (officially
native to Ohio argd Pennsylvania, but not WY}, mountain
. Some seeds are 60
large that they are easier to plant using a smail
grain type drill, such as Eastern gamagrass, American
Beakgrain, Paspalurm species, and peanut grass.
The hydroseeding fad has precluded the use of many
native plants, especially seeds that split easily
after they have been wet for awhile, such as the wild
beans that are related o cur garden beans.
Hydroseeding establishes a bias against seads that
cannot tolerate the-salt of fertilizer and other
conditions of the hydroseeder. Beeds that evolved to
pass through the digestive system of animals generally
do well being passed through a hydroseeder. Other
seeds have evelved fo he wind blown, to fioat on
rainwater (or.to be carried off by heavy.rains), to
twist themselves into the ground, to be carried off by
ants, andior to be stored by rodents. Some seeds that
rely on water for transport will survive a
hydroseeder. ‘Most of the rest will not.
This is only ona of the several reasons hydroseeders
are less than adequate for establishing most plants.
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Another problem with hydroseeders is that they kil
much (often alt of) the Inotulant needed by nitrogen
fixing pants. These plants help to cut out the
application of nitrogen fertilizer, which encourages
weeds and pollutes streams Adding gypsum loosens
soils and aids nitrogen-fixing plants, A-sulfur,
potassiurm, magnesium fertilizer (sulfo-po-mag)
(0-0-22-11-22) is also useful.

Ornamental native grasses: “Yellow * ard Scribrer's
Paric grass, Prairie dropssied, yellow striped Crinkied
Hairgraes. Plumegrass (Erianthus) and wedge grass
{Sphenopholis) have also been used ornamientally. Holy
grass has been collected to the point of eliminating
wild populations of this species. Beard grass has
some potential as an ornarmertal.

Members of the Sedge family are often called grasses.
Some of the mare interesting species inthis family
include Pennsylvariia sédge (sold and planted by plugs)
for cut siopes and other dry barren areas {maximum
height is 4 to 6 inches). Cotton grass, Waol Grass,

are used ornamentally on moist o wel soils. Nutrush
{annual or perennial) will grow on dry or wet

soils. 2-3 mm-bony seed

A number of rative wildflowers are often used like
grasses, such as: Blue-eyed grass (4-207), Yeliow
stargrass (6-12"), spring beauty (4-12"), Miami Mist,
Virginia Meadowbeauty (12-18"). -On dryer sites you
can find: Early spiderwort, violets, violet wood

sorrel (4-8"), pussytoes, star chickweed, slender
dayflower, and geranium maculatum.  On the driestof
mowed areas you can find orange-grass. orange puccoon
(2-207) and Birdsfoat violet (2-6”). Prainie zinnia

8" is native to the Great Plaing 8 is used in lawns
Please remember that some grasses (Tall Fescue and
Srmooth Brome). are highly invasive and put allelopathic
compounds in the soll, o these can inferfere with the
best laid plans. Often have to establish a resistant
annual urtil those chemicals dissipate,

Lawrence T. Backerle

PO Hox 118 Cralgeville, WV
28205

Many of the sites | reclairn are small (fess than 2
acres) and inrather inaccessible locations, as 2

resiilt | often use my Bronco il both as a four wheeler
and farm tractor. However on those oceasions when |
can bring in a fimestone spreading truck the following
procedure is used.

Limestone trucks are generafly fimited to spreading
lime when the land is fairly dry, which in West

Virginia ocours through the summer months into fall.
Limestone trucks are also used to spread fertilizer
when the rate of fertilizer used is around 300 pounds
per acre or above: At limestone plants and fertilizer
plants the operators are able to mix in seed when they
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load the trucks. Rye wheat, oats, buckwheat,
pearimillet, Dove proso millel, Germman miliet;
browntop millet are among the seeds that are commonly
mixed in this way. The cost is minimal for adding
seed at this time. For example. a fifteen-ton load

of dolomitic lime at $40 par ton would cost 3600, if
100 pounds of rye is mixed in, thay would charge $22
for the rye.  If spreading at the common rate of 3
tons of fime per acre, rye is sown at the rate of 20
pounds pet dcre, which is enough in most cases as a
quick cover and as a nurse crop

If the lime and/or

fertifizer are to be disked in (as they should be for
maximum effectiveness), a higher rate of seed is used.

It's cheaper to increase the amount of these rather
inexpensive seed, then to have to follow up with
applying these seeds at a iater time
The same technique can be used with the {three point
hitch) bulk fertitizer spreaders that farmers use on
their farm tractors, if one has the set up (or the

hand labor) to get an even mix of seed and lime or
fertilizer. If the farmer has either a row crop
planter or a small grain drill, he will use these on
newly plowed ground to plant seed and apply
fertilizer. ¥ he is planting into a fieid that ise't
plowed, he will use 2 pasture renovation drill
(no-till drill) to plant the:seed. (Or he could top
sow the seed by grazing down the field, sowing seed
and theri lightly disking. Or he could sow in February
for some smafl seeds, which freezing and thawing will
then work into the soil.) If he were trying to
establish a fluffy seeded species, he would generally
try to rent & “warm season grassiand drill”
Good used row crop planters and small grain drills can
offen be purchased at farm auctions for less than
$1,000. Sometimes they only bring $100 af a sale.
Pasture renovation drills can be rented from district
headguarters of the he West Virginia Conservation
Agency for $25 per day and a few dollars per acre. A
few have grassland drills for rent. $5.000 to $20,000
is the typical purchase price range for “warm season
grassland drills’.
To someone not familiar with cost effective grasstand
farming the above may seen rather confusing, so here's
an example that might help:

A contractor is due to finish a job by August 1st,

s0 the lime truck arrives on that day to spread
agricultural limestone. A week later the inspactor
makes the contractor regrade some of the area because
the finish grade isri't up to specifications.
Meanwhile someone forgot to schedule the no-till
dril, and so area farmers have it tied up for the
next two weeks.  Plus the DEP inspector just showed
up to complain about the regarded area that hasn't
been sowed with seed, So Johnny on the spot brings
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out his special broadoast seeder. He saws seed larger
than 2mm (taking about ane hour to sow two acres).
Then uses @ flexitine (drag) herrow to cover the

seed. (Four wheelers, small tractors, cars, trucks,
dozers, ant 80 on odn pull these harrows.)  After

this he sows seed that is smaller than 1.5mm on top of
the freshly joosen soil.

A week later someone fealizes that the contract
also calied for 500 pounds of gypsum per acre and 100
pounds of 6-24-24 per acre. So a farm tractor or
four-wheeler is brought to the site to spread these.
But the solt is very dry and no one has told him if
anything was sown besides the 1ye. So to be on the
safe side he mixes in Crimson clover {that has freshly
attached rhizoblum inoculant} and some turnip seed or
rapeseed.  He hooks the drag harfow 1o the hiteh on
the fertilizer spreader. As he spreads the gypsum and
other fertilizer, the seed is also sown and covered in
the same trip. A pick up truck with an slectric
fertilizer spreader can also spread seed and
fertilizer and cover in one pass by pulling a drag
harrow.

Everything is fine until someone natices that one
of the wildflowers used isn't supposed to be sown in
August or Septermber. # happens 1o be one of those
species that dogs best whan sown in late winter or
sarly spring. Since its'seed is ne bigger than the
seed of red clover {and since Crimson clover and the
other specios sown in-August permit the introduction
of other plants), & decision is made to sow this
native wildflower irv mid to late February and let
Mother Nature work fhe seed ifto the soil (by way of
freeze thaw action) as it has done for thousands of
years. Butit's hard for many folks to understand
“frost seeding™ or why it is far better to sow some
wildflower sesds on srow {preferably mielting snow) in
February than to.wait until spring.

Partridge pea is an example of 2 seed that is too big
to work into the soil by freaze thaw alore. So it
should be pianted, preferably in March for maximum
growth and flowering. (Note: this annual makes
acceptable growth if planted as late as June 30th).

To save money end time on seeds that prefer to
gertminate during the February-March thaws, farmers
will sow them in March and then use callle to walk the
seeds into the soll. This process cen be simulated by
a number of other techniques.

Crimgon clover is at the size {about 2mm long) wherte
it van benefit from covering by a drag hafrow.

tnstead of using a flexi-tine drag harrow, some people
prefer to use a spike tooth harrow {that attaches to
the three point hitch on a farm tractor). They are
sorvenient and cost bnly about $300. However on
soils where they would cover Crimson clover too
deeply, seed the size of Crimson clover should be sown
on top after harrowing is finished.
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The above examples for establishing wildfiowers also
help to illustrate the conveniance of other seed
estahblishmert times. Marny warm season parenniale that
arg adapted to very droughty solls prefer the
February-March sowing and plariting period. . The late
summier and-eatly fall planting period is preferred by
wirtter annuals, many biennials, and plants whose seeds
are very susceptibie o drying out andior have a

rather exact cold dormancy. For seeds that are best
sown as soon as they are collected and for species

that need to germinate around the gnd of summer in
order to make enough growth before winter sets in, the
time period of August 1st to Ootober 15th must be
considered.

The
name generally used for this time period Is “the fail
planting season”, even though part of this time period
is officially late summer anid past is early fall
Crimson clover is normally sown during this time. it
is easy 10 establish, relatively cheap,
non-aggressive, can be used as a nurse crop, and so
success and fajtures with it-can help growers
understand what they reed to do fo gstablish plants
with somewhat similar sowing requirements. |
generally sow Crimson clover at the rate of ter to
fifieen pounds per acre with four ounces of tumip
seed {or rapeseed} for a bright yeflow contrast to the
crimson color. But as can be seen in the balow list,
there are native flowers that can create this color
combination
West Virginia ecotypes should be used when ever
possible, so information on colflection is provided.
Seed fram initial wildflower plartings can then be
harvested, increasing the efficiency of future
wildflower plantings.  While generally emphasizing the
showiest of wildflowers, it is aiso possibie to use
plantings to propagate natives especially useful for
stabilization of road cuts, banks, and fills. For
example: The ground hugging Trailing bushelover (L.
procumbens) and Creeping bushciover (L. repens) could
be @ part of plantings on dry soil. Their seeds are
about 2mm long. Capsules are about 3 mmlong. In
October the area could be harvested with a wild seed
harvester or the area sould be mowed and the seed
screaned out from the cuttings  Screening for sped
from lawnmower fype cuttings works best for the
heavier seeds that are generally free flowing.

Note: Some comments may seem to be redundant, for
example: Slope limitations areé described in a number
of ways to help explair the concept and to help

explain how it might be applied. The comments dated
January 5, 2004 put the essential slope

classifications in what is probably the simplest form

for most peopie.
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For Bobwhite quail. seeds need o fall on bare ground
for these and several other ground feeding bisds to be
able to find enough food. - - Blackberry thickets

(where olt canas cover the ground instead of grass)
are needed to provide these birds with adequate
protection from nighttime predators.

Note of request for heip with WY DEP on this issue:

1t DEP werte fo "strongly recommend” native ground
covers, a number of benefits could result. For

example: Thenative Paspalum grasses ¢an grow inany
disturbied soif that the non-native ryegasses can grow

in. These grasses grow in many lawns across the state
of West Virgiria,. Several of the native Paspaluma

make good lawn gresses, produce palatable forage and
produce nutriious seeds (that aré nearly as

nutritious as oats)

If WV native Paspalum grasses were *
recommended” by DEP, then homeowners would have an
insentive to screen their fall Tawn cuffings for
Paspalum seed and sell it to the coal companies.

While supplies of native Paspalum seed wauld initially
be limited {DEP-would have to make aliowances for
that), the long-term result would be'to help create a
new industry in'West Virgiria.

Northern dropseed, sand dropseed, and tall
dropeeed are also valuabile for wildiife, are very
compatible with the growing of trees, and are quite
drought foterant. DEP should encourage use of these
grasses as wall

Amorig the nitrogen fixing ground covers, DEP
shouid also encourage the use of Bulterfly pea,
Spurred butterfly pea, bundieflower, milk pea,
partridge pea, prairie acacia {the only thorri less
acatia native to the United States), sensitive-briar,
smalt wild bean, tralling wild bean, and other usefut
nafive nitrogen fixing plants.

Among the quick caver plants dove weed {(Groten
species) and similar natives shiould be “strongly
recomrnended”.

Since DEP rules and recommendations often sets
standards in the market place as to what is produced
and sold, it is imperative that DEP be more
responsible in'what it dermands in the way of
revegetation plans:

For example: By creating a market demand for
European biack aider, DEP helps to insure that
European black alder will be planted on other lands in
West Virginia. The West Virginia state-tree nursery
produces only whet it knows it can sell. Since mining
companigs cannot readily. use the vast majority of
native trees and shrubs, the state tree nursery cannot
justify producing seedlings of most native trees and
shrubs. Thus to a large extert DEP determines what
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trees and shrubs are planted across the state of West 19-3-5 ’
Virginia.
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Comments on BIS Page 1

By Lavweace T. Beckerlo
PO Box 118,
Craigsville, WV 26205

Could better discern what the effects of valiey fill were if one knew the percent slope of the land sbove It and could watistically
scparate out the effect of siecp slopes from the siza of valley fills. The problams beitig attribritad to valley fills may be due to the
step slopes sbove those valley fills, And it is very possible that larger valley Fill that meke possible'a reduction of steepness of
slope on the latid above the valley il will have loss runoff than & smalt valley fill with stoeper land above it. However without
information on the slope.of the land, it will be hard for seientist to make these di i {The frony is that Dinois, which
i much flatter than West Virginia keeps records on staepriess of stopes, and West Vieginia ignores the issne.)

Slope information needs to bo catiloged here in the ing just as well

R ions could P by a consideration for For ple: to control erosion, one needs to have more

vsmtkm {or other eension coutrol messures) on & 40% skrpe thai 6. 4% slops (grade), But for revegetation purposes DEP

treats all tand the some, sven that which 15 ton tsmol as steap as the band preferred by farmers and sost homeowners. I DREP

Tad logical vegstation requiréments for differont grades of land this would help quail, which prefor & patchWork pattern of

wgem:;m (Sines plast species vary in their sensitivity to competition, a greater divessity of plant life will be permitted by this
For exampler. .. -

The typlesl gmdeof‘awtnmdow(md fam waumda) 1%, Am{xmgmm genmlly mmes amnmd o

refatively dry island. There could bis & sategory for land with an ovorall grads wader 2%, so the public could know whether

onough wet weather pools, wet meadows and wet forests are being eronted to susiain wildfife that depénd oir these habitats,

The typical grade Tor a highway is 4% or less. (Note that DOH puis-up signs waming of & steep grade shead for highways that

fave a 5% or greater prade.) There could bs a category Fer land nio Steeper tiin the typical highway.

The safety limit for dumping'a load frotn a truck is 15%. Thiore could be a category for regarded atlned land that is safe enongh

troperste o diump truck. 16.6% used to be the standard for the pitch of 8 roof on moblle homes (aiso desciibed as 2% fall per

127 Now thié standded 1s 20%. (2 % falf per 12

The sufety Hmit for oporating a farm tractor along the contour is 25%, Thero could be a category for land ssfe enough o operate

a farrit tractor (along the contour and thus sid the use of woil conservation practives), (25% Is the standard pitoh for a roofon e

house, (which a contracter would refer 0 25 3/12 or 3 fall per 127),

Finafly thero could be & talegory for land too steep to opetate to operate & fiism tractor along the contour and is steeper than the

roof otk the averdgs Anerican’s house

Hmmmﬂmmnhmﬁmv&tymwimmmmmesmmwdc fot & play ground or roof ont 4 house, DEP ingists on
the seimie kind of vogatative vover for all slopss. By enforoing o uniformly unimaginative cover types, DEP further inpoverishes
the landscaps of Wast Virginis, Hmits game birds, sud reducos the varfety of songbirds and hutterflies.

Another varisble Is that vatiey fills of different designs will kave diffecent runoff fates.

The simplest example being the a valley fill of the same stae and shape with 80% durablo rock will have » faster discharge of
water thun  valioy fill  the same size and shapo with 60% durable rock.

If the percent of rock is the same for two valley fills, bat one has alf the durable rock at the too of the fill instead of through out,
it should be both more stable and have slower discharge.

Iftock and size ave the szme, but one has reversed slope terracos and the other doesn’t, the first wifl have slower runoff than the
second,

A common piblic necd seross the West Viegisin is  rised for flond control,
Vet the public use provision has never been used to address extra sieps for reducing floods
‘Tuking steps to reduce flooding would tave a beneficial eoonomio impuct, yet the varianco for econonsic usa hias never been

approved for steps to reduce flooding
Farmmm.a;ﬂwpvreocmmicsmyf‘mmmmrdﬁew need for o crayfish farm fn Southern West Virglaia
would bg hard to justify to the sati of reguintory agencles s lotig as they only consider the price of crayfish in to thelr

calcutations, Howsves if they would also consider the benofits that soch a farm would contribute to the reduction of losses duo
to flooding then thelr caloutations would be more acourate and fair to gl
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Barbara Beer

+In ity ingerim regulations OSM had a rule againat any depressions bigger thisn w suars motor. Foliowing thet that time period
the Drainage Handbook bucame the standard in West Virginia. To this day the Drafunge handbook stil hias a rule ngainst
dopressions deeper than two tens of & foot. As & sonbequence 6f the earlier OSM role and thi curreist mié thers are very fow
wetlands on siitied Junds:and those that do ocour ave of vety poor quality. Prit of the renson that theve ave $o fow wetlands is
thar: 1) the overall emphasis of the Dralnage Handbook is to channel water off the mined sits and 2.) there hes been a

gulntory agency tendeticy to consider every water retairing

requited to be removed after mining. - 86 the thought on the operationdl side has been why build sonisthing constructive, if
you’re going to-have tw dosiroy R lated.

As & consequence vernal pools and ephemeral pools are rave,

Wet meadows are rars,

Wet forests are rdre.

Absorption terraces are rare.

Zero rusoff beiteh and bevm systems mre rére.

And I do 10 kadw of any crayfish farms on mined land in West Virginia,

All of these woufd result in more “organic energy” for aquatfc organtims In the stesms below the mbnirg ares,

Page 2 of comments on BIS by Lawrence T, Beckerle

s

1o'be an impoundrment 5o that even sedimeat ditclies are
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Skipaba@aol. com

To: R3 Mountaintop@EPA
08/17/03 11:15 AM ce
Subject: life of the mountdin

Deatest those who care for us, please take time to think of the long term
vision of the effects of mountaintop remoyal: wildlife habitat destruction with
resulting extifiction of flora and fauna, Changes in the air and weather, and loss
of clean water sources for humans, animals and vegetation. The wars of the 1-9
future will not be about fossil enerpy, the wars of the future will be about -
usable water. We are already getting warnings of this in ourlives. Please
awaken to our childrens best interests. Any greed based industry only
contributes to our children's trials and tribulations.
sincerely,
barbara beer
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Tricia Behle
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---- Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USIIPA/US on 01/07/2004 03:32 PM -----

"trichee@yahoo.co
m" <tricbee To:
LU
01/06/2004 12:33
Removal Mining
PM

R3 Mountaintop@IPA

Subject: Please Stop Destruetive Mountzintop

Deat Mr. John Forten, Project Manager,

How can the Bush administration suppost mountaintop removal mining?
This harmful practice destroys the environment and devastates the people living in
small towns in Appalachia.

T have been horrified reading stories shout the destruction caused by this form of coal
mining. How on earth can the Bush administration justify making it easier for coal
tnining companies to tutn wilderness into wastelands?

Please do what is necessary to protect the nature and residents of Appalachia.
Sincerely,
Tricia Behle

1433 Superior Ave. 326

Newport Beach, CA 92663
trichee@yahoo.com
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Bob Bell

Gordon Bell

M. John Forren
US.EPA
1650 Arch St.
Philadelphia, PA 19103
Email- taintop.r3@epa. g0

INOULIRINTO %,
_ Toppose the practice of mountaintop removal mining, This mining is destroying our
communities, hotes and lives. We are constantly flooded, in hotes that we have spent
our lives in, We are being pushed out of our homes by the destrustion caused by
mountaiatop rémoval mining. Our roads are being shut down ever time it rains this
‘makes cur rescue personal nseless to'us. Otr tax dollars ave iwhat fixes all the mess
caused by the mining going on around us. No wonder mining is so profitable we ay
citizens pick up the bill on the devastation caused by the mine companies. Please stop
this insanity its killing out entire communities. Not to mention the sffects it’s having on
our environment. The habitats of our animals are destroyed, running the wildlife away.
Our streams are filled with rock that the mine companies pile into thess valiey fills, The
waters get up and have no whete to go but into peaples homes. Qur mountaing are
exploding with water. These outbreaks come out into people’s yard and underneath their
homes. Our homes are literally being blasted off their foundations or the earth is opening
up and swallowing them. Please stop the practice of mountaintop removal coal mining
and save our homeland, our children’s future and very possibly our lives

REC'D 02238

1-9
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Vaughn Bell

Re
oy c,

> bep 4
December 17, 2003

Mr. John Forren HPA
U.S. EPA (3BA30)
1650 Arch St.
Philadelphia, PA 19103

Dear Mr. John Forren EPA,

1am writing in mgamxwthemmhadmmmm s plans to continue to let coal

lachia with mining practices that level mountaintops, wipe out
formandbm)rsmamsmthevmzysbelow This type of mining is irnmensely
destructive to the natural environment and also exacerbates health and environmental
problems for an already struggling population. Mountaintop removal mining and valley
fifls should not be allowed and the laws and regulations that protect clean water must not
be weakened. In particular, [ opposs the proposal to change the stream buffer zone rule
that prohibits mining activity within 100 feet of streams. This rule should be strictly
enforced for valley fills and in all other cases.

I'm disappointed and angry that the federal government ignored its own studies when it
proposed waakening, rather than strengthening, protections for people and the
environment. Ido not support any of the three alternatives contained within the
Environmental Impact Statement Report. All three options will make it easier for
companies to destroy streams, endangering wildlife and nearby communities.

Sincerely,
[/ B

Vaughn Bell
10 Vinton St Apt 1
Boston, MA 02127-3527

1-10

1-5

Joe Bergeron

DeliveredDate: 01/07/2004 08:10:51 PM

I feel I'should pinch m‘ys"e'lf'to make sure that the practice of
"mountaintop mining" isn't-the product-of some nightmare F'm having.

Let'me see if ['ve got this steaight. Mining companies hire a few
people to pilot gigantic machines over rural West Virginia,
obliterating the tops of mountains and destroying the intervening
valleys with waste, clogging streams and creating conditions for future
flooding and erosion. In return for the paychecks offered to the few
humans involved in this process, the people of West Virginia "benefit"
by having the very landscape they inhabit trashed and denuded for
centuries at least. '

Tregard this kind of policy as being nothing better than utterly
foolish, short-sighted destruction inflicted by a few greedy men with
no regard for generations to.come. I abhor it absolutely.

Toe Bergemn
2732 King St.

Endwell, NY 13760

MTM/VF Draft PEIS Public Comment Compendium

A-877

Section A - Citizens



David Berkland

Michael Bialas
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Bonnie Biddison
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----- Forwarded by David Ride/RI/USEPA/US on 01/07/2004 03:42 PM wesen
BBfromesun@aol.co
m To:  R3 Mouniaintop@BEPA

ce:
G1R04/2004 03:24 Subject: mountaintop mining
PM

To Whom It May Concern, Please do not allow mountaintop mining to ocour

unless strict limits are placed upon its continved use. The prospect of

350 more 1-9
square miles of Appalachia laid waste by this pillage of the environment

is

unaceeptable! Let's be “stewards of the Earth”, not destroyers of it --

it's the

only Earth we have. Thank you!

Bonnie Biddison, 653 Oak Run Trail,
#2209,
Oak Park, CA 91377

MTM/VF Draft PEIS Public Comment Compendium A-879

Section A - Citizens



Charles Biggs

» Cathie Bird

CHARLES R BIGGS R cn
P.O. Bax 127 Allg 29
Berkeley Springs, W' 25411 )
(304) 258-8477
August 19, 2003
Myr. Jobn Forren, US EPA (3ES30)
1650 Arch Street
Philadelphis, PA 19103

Subject: Draft Envircamental Impact Statement on Mountain top Removal
Dear Mr. Forrern,

1find it difficult to befieve that despite having accumulated 5,000 pages of study
documenting the damages which the existing practices of mountain top removal strip mining have
caused to water quality, sir quality, and quality of life to neighbors the Draft EIS makes no
recommendations regarding proposing alternates or even forbidding the practice completely.

Also as 8 civil engineer who has spent more than forty years in the practice of designing
and constructing foundations for buildings and highways I can not believe that the loose
unconsclidated fills by the manner in which the valley fills are placed will result in g
suitablé medium for the foundations of roads, buildings or even park land structures. This type of
2 fill, in my experience, woulid never be suitable for supporting any structures.

Very touly yours,

cc: WV Highlands Conservancy

13-2-2

- Forwarded by John Forren/RIUSERALIS on 01/04/04 02:36 PM -—--

Cathie Bird
<amtawk@belisout  To
h.net> :

John ForreryR3AUSEPALIS@EPA

o
Subject: mir and v eis comments
0104/04 01:56 PM

Thanks for the opportunity to.comment on the findings and

recommendations of the mountain top removal and valiey fills EIS. After

reading through this very large and challenging document, | do not feel 1-5
that | can endorse any of the options presented.

I live in the Elk Valley area of Campbeli County, Tennesses; just south

of the Kertucky border. During the past year my nigighbors and | have

been coneerned about the 2100-acre Zeb Mountain project which features
stoss-ridge mining—a form of mountain top removal. Many citizens and

groups in Tennessee are concermed with mountain top mining and valley

fills, and | am disappointed that Tennessee's issues and histary with 3 . 4
MTR had such mirimal attention in the EIS and that opportunities for

public meetings were virtually non-existent.

tam further concerned that the nature and consequences of cross-ridge
mining were not adequately addressed. In Tennassee there have been few
if any permits for Mountaintop Removal. Instead OSM's Knoxville Field
Office has been issuing permits for other types of Mountaintop Mining.
Cwer the past 10 years C8M's Knoxville Figld Office has issued five
permits for "Cross Ridge Mining." T view Cross Ridge Mining as a type

of Maurtaintop Removal and am opposed to this practice. The use of a
different name for what amournits to basically the same practice is a

cynical atternpt by the industry and régulatory agencies to avoid the
scfutiny that has been focused oh Mountaintop Remaval.

My main concern is that valiey fills and the 100’ stream buffer zone are

ot adequately addressed by any of the alterriative actions. The EI8
appears to substantiate scientific studies, as well as common sense and
focal experience, that mountain top mining and vatley fills impact
headwater sireams as well as downstream conditions. In Bection 1D the
EI% summarizes eight potential impacts such as Joss of upstream energy
from buried stream reaches and changes in chemistry, flow and
sedimenitation downstream. That's why I'm really confused about why we're
stilt talking about messing with the 100" stream buffer zore rule or 1 1 0
allowing any valley fills at all. -

As | read the alternatives proposed in this EIS, our only choice
regarding valley fills is how much damage to the watershed we're going
to say is okay. If declaring the 100 stream buffer zone inapplicable to
valley fills is what you mean by rewriting end clarification, then we're
headed in the wrong direction. We need to keep that buffer for all
streams and every project, period. if "science-based methods” can't tel
us what the size limit of a valley fill should be. then let's not do any
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Stephanie Blessing

mote until we figure if out.

Some of us feel that the Zeb Mountain permits were issued before all of

our concems were adequately addressed. Now, several morths after mining

began on Zeb Mountain, we are seeing substantial sedimentation in one of

the waterways that drains that area. The sadl truth is that current

surface mining and water poliution laws and attempts to edforce them do

ot prevent damage to the environmant. 'm very concerned that

alternatives offered in this EIS not only weaken these laws further but i -5
also fail to improve enforcement. As 1 see i, the only thing that's

being streamfined here is the destruction of the waters and mourtaing of

Tennessee and the other Appalachian states,

Cathie Bird
PO Box 154
Pioneer, TN 37847
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Margaret Block

Kathryn Blume

---- Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/07/2004 03:32 PM -

"carzy_queen(@hotm

ail.com” To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA
<carzy_queen 5
Subject: Please Stop Destructive Mountairitop
Removal Mining
0170672004 06:48
PM

Dear Mr. John Forren, Project Manager,

T want my children and grandchildren to live in a beautiful world too! For we do not
receive the world from our parents, we borrow it from our childeen. 1 cannot imagine
ratsing a child in a wotld our once beautiful natural parks, have been replaced with
garbage dumps! I beg you to think of your own great grandchildren and the beauty
you would keep them from seeing, and amend the EPA's draft environmental impact
statement so a3 to limit the effects of harmful mountaintop removal mining.

Sincerely,

Margaret Block

Valtey Rd

Ithaca, NY 14850
carzy_queen(@hotmail com

Kyﬁwn a‘uma

Cherlette. VT 03823
8014812608
kobhme @mindspring. com

BRECD 0.9

Jamsary 2, 2004

Mz, John Fotren

V4. BPA (JBA30)
1650 Axch St.
Phitadelphis, PA 12103

Dear Mr, Porren:

Tt is unconscioaakle tat the Bush adminisiration plang to contisme 10 Jet cosl compunise destroy
Appalachin with mining practices that lovel rountatnfops, wipe out forests and bury streams {n the valleys
below, Mountaintop removal mining o valley lls should not be allowed and the laws sud i
that protect clean water st hot be weakensd, In partioutar, 1 opposs the proposal 1o change the siréam
buffer zone rule Sat probibits mining activity within 100 feet of streams. This rule should be strictly
enforced for valley fills and in ail other cases.

All this saide, you are gupposed to be the Baviroamestal FROTECTION Agsncy. Protecting the
environment fan't & Juxary, nor s it some kind of psrtivan i a dire ity, and if you
can't stand firm against the insensitive and almeost atchietypal rapaci of the Bush Admini

then T humbly suggest that you step aside in favor of someone who can.

Do 2 good job! Do the right thing, You kutw you ean!

R

Ketbryn Blume
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Julia Bonds

AUG 142

July 24,2003 ‘

Written statements to EIS study: STOP THE ASSUALT ON THE
PEOPLE AND THE ENVIRONMENT IN APPALACHIA, STOP
MOUNTAINTOP REMOVALIN!

This draft EIS study takes science and twists it into lies-—this study lacks
common sense and humanity. This study is un-American, unchristian, plain
evil and is environmentally insane. This study was commissioned to evaluate
ways to protect the people, streams, endangered species and the environment
of Appalachia, but this study contains evidence of the exact opposite. The
recommendations in this stody are designed to DESTROY that which it
was bound to protect. This study lacks humanity and common sense.
For 9 generation my family has lived in the Coal River Valley, Southern
West Virginia, and Central Appalachia in the heart of the coalfields. 1 am the
daughter, sister, granddaughter and great granddaughter of coal miners.
During my lifetime I have NEVER seen or experienced a more devastatingly
evil, catastrophic form of mining than Mountaintop Removal. This type of
mining is also paramount of environmental and social injustice as is this EIS
statement that supports this mining. The authors and supporters of this
_statement have belittled the impacts on communities, culture and humans of
our very ethnic, oppressed and poor part of Appalachia. Not ONE official of
this study has been to the coalfield study area to investigate the effects
on low income and minority people, NOT ONE official has investigated
the impacts to the people and property in this study area, Instead the
time and money for this study was spent trying to accommeodate the coal
industry, corporations and wealthy execatives of these companies, This
part of the study and the recommendations MUST be done again{!!!!!

As the Community OQutreach Coordinator for a nonprofit grassroots.
organization 1 submit the following impacts---personal, observed and
compiled from residents living in the effected areas. Your study DID NOT
study the impaects to the residents and the people of the study area. Your
study instead spent ALL the money paid by taxpayers to find ways to
allow this evil mining method to continue.

1. Destruction of streams and waterways; Well over 700 miles of
streams have been destroyed—-1 believe this estimate to be LOW.
Mountaintop Removal/Valley fill mining destroys, sliminates and
contaminates the MOST important requirement of sustaining LIFE—

-

1-9

10-2-2

10-2-2

5-7-2

CLEAN WATER!!!! Purthermore our culture relies on and low
income residents use Appalachian streams for food, recreation, baptisms,
spiritual and cultural events and drinking water. Only an idiot would
destroy water-—the essence of life. This study team has NOT done as
requested--~drill into a number of valley fills and monitor to see what the
water is doing.

Destruction of Forests; YOU CANT PUT IT BACK!!1!! These
forests sustain the low-income people and indigenous people in
central Appalachia. Nuts, berries, foed the people and animals, which
the people hunt for food. Ginseng is a commodity for our health and
brings income to the low-income people. The loss of forest and natural
habitat is bringing the wildlife in the human communities---poisonous
snakes, bears, squirrels, raccoons etc...sometimes with rabies. This is
happening at an alarming rate. The wildlife is invading humen areas.
This study does NOT include the loss of the medicinal herbs and
roots found in the study area. We are poor, lack medical care and
we use the medicinal herbs found in the study area. A new study on
these herbs and trees is being conducted at West Virginia University for
probable/possible cures for deadly diseases. This under story isalso
part of our heritage and culture. Ramp festivals held every year and
ramps have great medicinal value. ..residents swear by the potent plant
for many ailments including male virility and overall health. Others are
bloodroot, yellow root, goldenseal, blackberry root...how long before
these will grow and regenerate on sites? Where is your report on this?
All this sustains our health, lives, food, income, culture, heritage and our
children’s future. This falls under the executive order for environmental
justice. The loss of the FULL NATIVE forests alio is 2 loss for future
jncomes in our area...there is no viable study on the cumulative loss of
forests---West Virginia employs almost 30,000 people in hardwood
timber...with the loss of our forests.. there goes loss of taxes and jobs
lost for the next 300 years and sends the timber industry to.the scenic
area of our states, and there again loss of firure income. What tourist
wants 1o see clear cuts? The local residents has also noticed weather
pattern changes with loss of forests...the forested mountains used to
protect us from high winds...the loss of the mountains height and forests
has sllowed more wind into the valleys and damaged their property.
Where is the study on this? This affects ALL of West Virginia, not just
the study area. In essence by allowing Mountaintop Removal to
continue to destroy these mountains and forests, you are destroying
the sustainability of the mommtain culture and the lives of

11-5-2

11-6-2

11-7-2
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Appalachian Americans. We are poor and cannot live without these
mountains, the ecosystem and eujtitre that depend npon these
mountains. Our mountain culture is one of the very last of its kind in
America.

. BLASTING EFFECTS; HOW DARE THIS STUDY BELITTLE
THIS! Again this falls under the executive order on environmental
Jjustice and socio-economic impacts. People’s homes are their life
investments and a Jarps number of retired people live in the study area,
Blast damage and emotional stress from blasting and the damage from
blastmgmmﬁseqwnﬁymmesmﬁymandsomemnmmwmlz
miles from the mining site. The West Virginia DEP has records on the
large number of blast complaints. Blast, according to your study, emits
air polhitants, which your study says rarely goes beyond 1000 This is
an outright LIE! I have seen it with mine own eves and the proof exists
that the finnes goes much further and invades communities. When your
community is surrounded by Mountaintop Removal sites that blasts
364 days a year, that is cumulative impact and your study DID NOT
address this. Perhaps because it is NOT your child that is subjected
these war crimes. Your EIS study says that adequate laws are in place—
that people can seek redress in courts systems-—Another BLATANT
LIENI! ThesekmdeNOTpmﬁectfhemidm .they protect the coal
companies. In other extractive industries the liability is assumed on the
company, but to the coal industry..The burden of proof is on the poor
pespiammmm%hmemmtmmmmmmh
a!fardlswyem fariusﬂce intlteeonrtsymm?Again thingoestﬂthe
executive order for environmental justice and low-income people,
Your own study states that the people living in the study area are
30% above the national average in poverty levels, Your study facts
contradict your conclusion on this issue—AGAIN!! This study
constarnitly defies the executive order on environmental impacts of
low income and minority people. Perhaps the authors of this EIS study
feels this way because it is NOT THEIR HOMES THAT IS BLASTED
and your children are NOT subjected 1o these crimes,

. FLOODING OF DOWNSTREAM COMMUNITIES... How dare
your study dismiss and belittle this impact!!!! AS in the impacts of
blasting, and adding insult to injury, people’s homes and lives are lost in
the downstream flooding that this mining creates: Evidence proves that

16-3-2

10-7-2

17-2-2

. ECONOMICS... My

pmbmowlw@dhy%mxwmnmﬁhﬁmﬁnd
people after flooding episode go to bed fully dressed and packed ready
to evacuate when a rain event ocours. The taxpayers of America pays for
these disasters and there are many, many more to come. The PTSD must
be addressed and the people affected by this should be given treatment. I
guess none of the authors of this so-called impact statement has ever
stood and watched their lives and their children’s futuze float down the
river because of Man’s GREED!!!!! No man’s, CEO’S, or stockholder’s
paycheck is worth my child’s life. With the steep terrain in Central
Appalachia, we expect some small amounis of flooding in our streams
but this flooding was like nothing we have ever seen. People saw 10ft.
tall walls of mud coming down on their homes. GOD should have hung
a“DONOT DISTURB? sign on these ancient, beautiful mountains but
HE never thought MAN wounld commit such an horrible deed against
HIS creation. How very upset HE must be with HIS children. STOP
DESTROYING THESE MOUNTAINS!!1! STOP FLOODING MY
PEOPLE!!{!! Again this is out of compliance with the Executive
Order on Environmental Justice in low income and minority people.
ountaintop Removal destrays more jobs tham it
creates. The tax base from people’s jobs is missing and that is a great
loss to our state in revenue. This TWISTED study fiils to address
economics issues—cumulative as well as present and future—~ from the
residents and taxpayers view point. A. Why are the people living in the
coalfields poor? One answer is because the coal companies with'aid
from corrupt elected officials created a colony and 2 mono-economy
dependent upon one evil industry-—COAL and conspites to keep diverse
economic development out of the coal fields. B. Coal says it supports
schools-—While the National trend is to move away from consolidated
schools-——the politicians in West Virginia are closings schools and
busing students up to 4 hours. At least 2 schools in the coalfields that sit
beside Massey operations have beent closed this year alone. Put this in
your study...why is this happening? More coal is mined than ever
before. C. Taxpayers of West Virginia and America are “footing the
bill” for Appalachian disasters caused by greedy irresponsible mining.
mwtmwmmmm—ﬂmmmﬁm’aTunoﬂarsm

MmmmmW Removal is continued. STOP it NOW! D, Many people in

17-2-2

9-4-2

11-9-2
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your study area are low income and without health insurance—sediment
ponds cause higher levels of disease carrying mosquitoes and the people
living in the study aren are being affected by this situation more and
mote as each new permit and pond is allowed. The taxpayers of the
study area states and the taxpayers of Ametica will pay the bill for the
health effects of this type mining,

ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE~EXECTUIVE ORDER.... As
your study says “ unemployment, poverty and out-migration is well
above the national average”. This socially evil EIS draft defies the
Executive Order #12898. Again coalfield residents are of low income
and are definitely an invisible minority and ethnic class—labeled by
media, movies, and television as “inbred, ignorant hillbillies---so much
so that the city of Cincinnati inchuded a human rights clause against
discriminating against Appalachians during the out~migration in the
years of the up~down cycle of coal mining. The authors of this EIS
statement must think we are “ignorant hillbillies”. Many people think a
conspiracy exists to depopulate the rural coalfields---An Appalachian
Trial of Tears. I think this conspiracy exists and this RIS staterent
encourages that conspiracy and may be part of that conspiracy, either
knowingly or unknowingly. Your study in fact promotes genocide of
the people living in this study area, your study promotes the crimes
against the pecple and children of this area that the coal industry is
committing against my people, in effect your study promotes and
protects those that commit these crimes.

CULTURAL IMPACTS AND LANDSCAPES-~-this section is the
BIGGEST JOKE in the statement!!1!! Contrary to your report,
regulatory agencies do NOT possess the knowledge to address current
cultural landscapes and have admitted this. Please contact Dr. Mary
Hufford at the University of Pennsylvania for a report and study she has
concluded. Regulatory agencies merely rubberstamp permits. We have a
distinet and unique cultare here in central Appalachia and HOW
DARE YOUR STUDY IGNORE AND DISMISS OUR CULTURE
AND OUR PEOPLE. We have the right to pass on to our children this
culture and heritage and we cannot do this without these mountains. ..the
mountains are a central and very important part of this culture, Again
these mountains and the surrounding ecosystem give life and
sustainability to our culture and our children. Again this goes directly to
the heart of the executive order on environmental justice for low income
and minority people. Revise and include this in this EIS statement!

10-7-2

10-2-2

8. ENDANGERED SPECIES AND WILDLIFE..... The habitat of
endangered species is not only sacrificed but ALL wildlife in the
study area is being destroyed, as is their habitat. The wild life is
invading human habitats at an alarming rate and posing & threat to
humans and our children. All my life I knew wildlife existed in the wild
area of our mountains, but unless I invaded their habitat, T never crossed
their paths, now it is the norm to see wildlife in our yards and homes.
The corrupt officials in the WV Division of Natural Resources says that
it is over breeding.... but I am not stupid...if wildlife habitats exists of
10,000 acres and the greedy coal companies destroy 9,000 acres and the
wild life breeds, that leaves less acres for wildlife to live. That scenario
can be twisted to fit the corrupt and evil agencies agendas...much the
way the authors of this BIS has twisted the facts. On Indiana bats and

birds, as I said not only endangered species is at risk, but all wildlife and

humans are at risk from Mountaintop Removal. Valley fill mining
creates manmade sediment ponds and false wetlands...these ponds pose
life threatening health irapacts to humans and particularly their children.

These ponds increases the population of disease carrying mosquitoes

and the Mountaintop Removal mining has already destroyed the
mosgquitoes natural enemy that keeps these mosquitoes in check...the
habitat for the Indiana bat and all other bats and some birds has been
destroyed, thereby stopping and destroying GOD’S own natural check
and balance system here in Appslachia. HOW VERY
DANGEROUSLY ARROGANT OF MAN TO CHANGE GOD’S
ORDER AND ALL FOR GREED!!1!!! Very few natural ponds and
lakes exists in the coal fields of West Virginia, GOD put free flowing

water and streams here for a reason. AGAIN THIS EIS STATEMENT

DOES NOT ADRRESS THE CUMULATIVE IMPACTS TO THE
PEOPLE IN THE AREA AND TO THE PEOPLE OF THE
STATE. THE HEALTH, CULTURAL, EMOTIONAL, SOCIO-
ECONOMIC, ECONOMIC, SPIRITUAL AND

ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE IMPACTS ARE ENORMOUS. WE

CHALLENGE PRESIDENT BUSH, AS ONE CHRISTIAN TO
ANOTHER TO COME TO THE HOLLOWS AND VISIT WiTH
THE PEOPLE THAT HAVE BEEN FLOODED, BLASTED AND
IMPACTED BY MOUNTAINTOP REMOVAL MINING AND TO
INVESTIGATE THE PRESIDENTS ADMINISTRATORS OF
THE AGENCIES THAT ALLOWS AND ENCOURAGES THIS

ASSAULT ON THE PEOPLE OF APPALACHIA TO CONTINUE.

1 AM SURE ONCE THE PRESIDENT HAS DISCOVERED

8-1-2

9-4-2
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THESE CRIMES AGAINST THE CITIZENS, HE WILL NOT
ALLOW THIS TO HAPPEN, AND HE WILL STOP
MOUNTAINTOP REMOVAL. NO TRUE GOD FEARING MAN
WOULD ALLOW THESE THINGS TO HAPPEN TO INNOCENT
PEOPLE AND CHILDREN FOR CORPORATE GAIN.

Julia Bonds

Coal River Mountain Watch

P.O. Box 651

Whitesville, West Virginia 25209 304-854-2182
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July 24, 2003
E ]

My family and I have been here many years and for many
generations. [ am the sister, daughter, granddaughter and great
granddaughter of coal miners. My home is in the heart of your
study area and in the belly of'the beast--the beast is the greedy,
irresponsible coal barons and the corrupt regulatory agencies and
politicians that serves as the minions of this beast.

This draft EIS is a blueprint for continued assault upon the people
of Appalachia, a declaration of war upon our children, their
children and GOD’S creation. Enough, STOP Mountaintop
Removal, NOW!I!!!

This EIS encourages the coal industry to continue to use—to rape
and take-~-Appalachia and her people—as a national sacrifice
zone.

This EIS did NOT study the cumulative effects of environmental,
community, human, cultural; health and socio-economic impacts

of post, present and future Valley fill mining. How did you study

the environmental justice impacts in this draft? You did not study
the cultural, community, people and property being destroyed by

this mining method, you dismissed it.

I demand a revised EIS that inchudes cumulative impacts of
cultural, social, emotional, and spiritual and health problems of
communities affected by Mountaintop Removal.

A partial cultural study already exists, this study by Dr. Mary
Hufford is available on the Library of Congress website and Dr.
Hufford-~-Dr. of Ethnography can be reached at the University of

REC'D peg 2 2 o

1-9

10-7-2

9-4-2

Penn. Our mountain culture has been her long before the white
settlers came and before

commercial coal mining began. Our culture will be here long after
the coal is gone!

It is believed that many people in Mountaintop Removal

effected communities suffer from Post Traumatic Stress Disorder—
-from blasting and flooding. How dare you dismiss the suffering of
low income and the invisible minority people of central
Appalachia!! How dare you dismiss and defy the Executive Order
dealing with environmental justice, the low income and minority
people.

Your own study says.that this area is well above the average in
poverty and unemployment. Where is the study on socio-economic
problems of the area? Why are the people in the coal rich counties
the poorest? What are the ACTUAL costs to the communities and
people that suffer the effects of Mountaintop Removal? This
mining effects the very poor, the powerless and oppressed people.
Economic Development of these artificial sites? Only & % of these
destroyed mountains are ever given any economic development for
the affected communities. Where is the study on this?—I want to
see the figures and a study on how much “prosperity” goes back to
Buglar Hollow or Bob White or Montcoal, or any small mining
community.

In the last 6 months, 2 schools in the Coal River Valley,

Both surrounded by many Massey mining permits, was closed.
Sending our children on very, very long bus rides. One was at
Montcoal—Marsh Fork High School-—--where is the support-—-
where’s the money? The Raleigh County Board of Educations said
it does NOT receive a red cent from coal tax for education--coal
says it gives-—who is lying? I want to see a report on that.

10-7-2

10-2-2
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Douglas Boucher

The scientific evidence of this study shows that Mountaintop
Removal is environmentally insane, but the recommendations by
the administration is to make it easier for the greedy coal
companies to destroy everything, which leads me to believe that
even worse scientific evidence was omitted from this study. Even
so, your report makes an airtight case against your conclusions.
Your report and your conclusions strongly contradict. Did a
complete idiot write the conclusions?

AS a fellow Christian 1 challenge President Bush to come to the
coalfield hollows in central Appalachia and talk with the blasted,
flooded, poor and the oppressed people impacted by Mountaintop
Removal. I ask President Bush to investigate his agencies; No true
Christian would allow these evil abuses to continue. I am sure once
the President discovers these ctimes against the citizens of
Appalachia, he will stop Mountsintop Removal. NO true GOD-
fearing man would allow these crimes to continue.

People should NOT have to make a choice between a job now and
destroying their children’s future, making their neighbors suffer
and selling their eternal souls in the bargain.

Revelation 11:18

Thy wrath is come, that they should be judged, and that thou
shouldest give reward unto thy servants the prophets and to
the saints and them that fear thy name, small and great; and
shouldest destroy them which destroy the Earth.

HOW VERY, VERY ARROGANT OF MAN TO THINK HE
CAN DESTROY GOD’S CREATION.

Julia Bonds
P.O. Box 135
Rock Creek, West Virginia 25174

- Brwarded by David Ridet/R3/USEPA;US on 01/30/2004 11:21 AM -~

Douglas Boucher
<douglasboucher@ear To:
thlink.net> ce:

Subject: Save Streams from Mountzintwop Mining
01/22/2004 09:02 AM

R3 Mountaintop@HEPA

January 22, 2004

John Forren, Environmental Protection Agency
U.S EPA (3EA3U)

1650 Arch Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Drear Mr, Forren,

The mere thought that a civilized riation that was alteady consnming far oo much energy
from fossil fuels would resort to the incredibly high enviconmental impact methoed of
mouritaintop mining is disgusting. This is obviously only 2 way to gain shott teem profits at
the expense of long-term damage to all ecosystems from the mountain all the way
dowastream to the oceans, not including the added catbons and heavy metals to the waters
and atmosphere,

The administration and the departments involved should be exceptionally ashamed
of any actions condoning mountaintop mining. 1 am opposed to any changes that would 1-10
weaken the laws and cegulations that protect our divers and streams from the effects of
mountaintop mining and valley fills. As a result, Lam opposed to each of the altematives
evaluated in your May 29, 2003 draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS}.

Your draft EIS contains indisputable evidence of the devastating and itreversible
environmental harm caused by mountaintop mining. Other agency studics also show that
mountaintop mining contributes 1o flooding disesters in mountain comnunities,
Unfortunately, each of the slternatives in the draft EIS igriores the findings of these studies
and the very pucpose of the EIS- to find ways to minimize, to the. maxironm extent practical,
the envitontnentsl consequences of mountaintap mining. The draft EIS does not examine a | 1.5
single alternative that would reduce those impacts.

Worse, your "prefecred alternative” would clearly increase the damage from mountaintop
mining by climinating the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act’s buffer zone rule
that prohibits mining activities that distutb any atea within 100 fect of larger streams,
eliminating the current limit on vsing nationwide permits to approve valley fills in West
Virginia thar are larger than 250 sctes, and giving the Office of Surface Mining a significant
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Brian Bowen

new tole in Clean Water Act permitting for mountaintop mining (a role it does not have 1-5 Forwarded by David RiderRIUSEPAIS an 01/08/2004 01:56 PM -
under current law). Biff Bowen

<piff@bowenjewelr  To: R3 Mountaintop@EPA
Gur environmental laws tequite, and the citizens of the region deserve, a full evaluation of y.com> e
ways to reduce the unaceeptable impacts of mountaintop mining, T uege you to abandon A B2004 D A'SQSHQQCE
your "preferred alternative” and to reevaluate a full range of options that will minimize the M ’

enormous envirsnmental and economic damage caused by mountaintop mining and valley

fills.

Thank you for youz cooperation.

Sincegely, Dear EPA, ) P
/ Recert arficles about mountain removal are disturbing. Please do not
allow
Douglas Boucher further destriotion of the beautiful mountains of SW Virginia and West 1-9
3824 Suffolk L Virginia.
Plano, TX. ﬂstlyga 051 Exton Bowen,
ano, TX 7 -1 181 Slapp Creek Road
USA Amherst, Va. 24521

douglasboucher@earthlink.net
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Deborah Bowles

- Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01708/ 2004 01:59 PM -

Bowles922@aol.com

Tor - R3 Mountaintop(@EPA
0170372004 08:51 fere
AM Subject: Re; JOHN FORREN

Mr. FORREN,

L am opposed to Mountaintop Removal Mining and Valley Fills...... PLEASE
stop this 1-9

"ENVIRONMENTAL NIGHTMARE".. ...

Deborah F. Bowles
Maryland

Gayle Brabec

ey &"&m :
thmmzsma : . REeD AUB 14

o~

Dear Mr, Forren:

1 oppose mountaintop removal and valley fills and any change in the buffer zone rule. Tam |]-9
studies document the widespread and irreversible damage the malmuylsdmngbawm |1-10
and region. Mountaln top removal ignores the public’s demand for clean water, healthy
environment and safe communities.

Please actept the wisdom of those who Jive In these areas and the scientific studles that support
these correct Insights. How many coal tompany CEG's live i Harlen County, Kentucky?

Thank you for congldering the good of the people in the coal areas

,_g

1767&\90&&13(:&
Lexington, KY 405405

Cey Presidont Bush
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Mary Beth Bradley

Julia Brady

Mary Beth  Bradley
Letter Date:  1/16/2004
City: Chattanooga  State: TN Zip: 37401

Please don't backtrack on legislation that would leave our precious mountains open to

~--- Porwarded by David Rider/R3/ USEPA/US on 01/08/2004 01:59 PM -----

julia_brady@yahoo
com To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA
cc:
01/02/2004 06:16 Subject: Comments on draft programmatic
EIS on mowntaintop removal coal mining

A . , . PM
being raped again, The "Sleeping Lady” in Anderson County, Tennessee is just beginning
to hieal from being matred by the coal company’s. We need our mountains jisst'to breathe,
Fwent to Florida tovisit my sister when her husband was in the Coust Guard. Tspenta Mt. John Forren
month with her during the summer. Tthought I way going to die without my mountains. 1-9 US. EPA (3BA30)
'Ihqse_af us whq were born here and Vc{ant to die ,here,; want nothing more than'to wake up = 1650 Arch Street
in these peaceful mountains knowing that they will always be there. My grandmother Philadelphia, PA 19103
wrote.a poer about the “sleeping lady" and it would have mizde hey sick had she still ’
been alive, to see what the coal companies did to her. Please don't make the samg mistake Dear Mt. Forren
twice. We are supposed to learn from our mistakes, not make them again. ) ’

e 1 object to the Bush administration plans to continue to let
Thiank 'Y:ou, L coal companies destroy Appalachia with mountaintop removal
Mary Beth Bradley mining practices that level mountaintops, wipe out forests, bury

streams, and destroy communities. 1-9
1 can't believe that the Bush administration would address the
problems caused by mountaintop removal coal mining through
weakening existing environmental protections.
Sincerely,
Julia Brady
Rt 3 Box 2748
Buckhannon, West Virginia 26201
cC:
Senator John Rockefeller
Representative Shelley Capito
Senator Robert Byrd
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Sandra Brady

John Forren

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (3EA30) . REC'D oy 1720
1650 Arch St. Philadelphia, PA 19103 . - R ICE ‘
August 12, 2003
Julia Brady mmmgamuszm
Rt3Box 274B : -
Philadeiphie, 174 19130 AUS 18 200 D
Buckhannon, WV 26201
This lotter is on Wast Virginia by the continuanca of mountaln fop removal
Dear Mr. Forren; andthl:‘ﬁm ofhowmsmdyeomwmﬁﬁpﬁ(&vhmnﬂimﬂ&eﬁmmt)hb@gmm This 4"2
- . " ) . , 13m 2 nativa of West Virginla. | havs Iived all but one of inthe half-certury of
%amwnmlstfod*;mccmymmowmomn%pmovﬂofcoﬂ. While | understand the mouniains, wmm’mymam ﬁ%xm.ﬁmm&%ﬁm 1-9
importance of domestic energy production, mountain-top removal is not a viable alternative for 19 procasses, 1 s 8 pliindéring of sl thet makes this stats the Mountaln State or Alost Heaven. Mountain top -
N y i - removel 1§ devastation all that ls usell and leeves o waste land that is 4 usslass for
supply of fossil fisels. |1 hear the people of my state when they express fear that their homes, meaningful purposes. uﬁmmﬁmamaﬂmwmﬁmmmﬁg&?wz‘xam
businesses, even whole communities may be devastated by the long-term results of valley fills. thst fond our rivers and lakas.
Please consider our heeds and the welfare of our environment when making federal policy 1 hiave seen In parson the destroyed imountaintops and atresrms that are sffacled, msvewam-owmma
N . spilt fouls eur strearns and rivers while the affort of the agency of protection, works to take care of these
regarding mountain-top removal. removing motntaing Insteed of taking care of the enviranmant, “
Thie rivers ard lakes are the source of waler that has sustained us In the- But which is increasingly. likely
Sincerely; famdommmfuﬁgmmmpmgmfmmrm sopred. Hesp sibility must ba byths
very dgancy fhat is supposed to proteict but Instesd hiss been filed with the Tikes of Norton 2rid Griles whe have 5_,4_2
\"’«&’p )3“;.{{{;}, warked Tor 6ol in previotis jobs and heve shown 10 balanca of idgment th parforiing thelr duties now.
.’ . memm&%mmwmmmmwvniueelww\f:gmsfummmdeme%
~ " Julia Brady about to destray . WATERI - Water is not just & West Virginia issuel Bveryone should care
thmamunmmﬁemmmm%mmw&wmmm&ddmﬂ
sireams to larger steams ands when the small onss are burled. Ons does not need an engineeting degree to
oo what happons to thooe stronms.
$t miakes no singe to destray what ks veluable for the long fire, for the shorblarm profit to those who ssem
unable to reason,
Mwmhmhmammwmmmmmpmwmmww eniging mournisin top
removal but those who sit In the Core of mnmawmpustmgfors

faster permitting procass for the cosl industry.

Rismeve tHose mountains 8 fast 89 you canl And thon what? Nothing, that is whet exists, ne more coal jobs,
o 1ife sustaining water or forest, no soul sustaining bsauty, no more profits: Nothing!

removal and save the fukire of West Virgintans and the lives of many others who would benefit from the Jumber,
watsr, and beauly of this stale,

Excessive time and moniths of edinsions passed before the thousanda of peges of the EIS ware made 3 5
avallable for review. Mora ime should be aliowed for commant by the publie and mountaln top removal must be -
stoppad, Nowt

itis notthe job of the £PA to be & polltisal iool of any siting administration of this country. End meuntein top ‘1_9

Wake up!

ok Ay

PO Box 333
Charleston, WV 26322
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Matthew Branch

Lee Bridges

- Forwarded by David Rider/R3MUSEPAUS on 01/0B/2004 03:55 PM .-
Malthiew Branch
<mjpranch@yahooc.c To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA
om> [
Subject: mountaintop rermoval is not good
11/08/2003 06:39
PM
Dear Sir or Madam-

| am writing today to express my dismay of the mining practice
comrronly called mountaintop removal. | understand that our nation needs
energy, bul as long as having cheap energy overruies ervironmental
concerns, our Hation will contiriue 1o send itself on a path of
seif-destrustion,

America was built and founded on energy-saving methods because that
was what americans had'to do.” Well, the control of what we have to do
is-no longer in the dirsct hands of the majority. it-is in the hands of
the EPA, the government, and corporations. Profit driven corporations
arer't going to worry about jong-term environmentat (and economic) loss.
The government plays stme sole, but if gave the power of erwironmentat
protection 1o you, and it is your duly to erforce that issue,

[ know whats at stake - Whiats at stake is having a healthy
environmert for my grandohildren's grandehiidren. In the end, I'm more
worried about their basic survival than | am about having cheap
electricity so | can watch more TV, | think that anyone who knows the
facts would agree with that.

{ amsorry | didn't print this letter out, | know that it is more
likely to be read if it is on paper, but | didn't want to waste paper,
and | fear my wards today will fall on deaf ears,

1 wish you foresight in making your decisions.

warmly,
Mafthew Branch

1-9

wesm- Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/07/2004 03:42 PM -----

"t_igereyes@yahoo
com" <t_igereyes  To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA

e
01/06/2004 04:51 Subject: Please Stop Destructive Mountaintop
Removal Mining
PM

Dear Mr. John Forren, Project Manager,

I strongly urge you to amend the EPA's draft environmental impact

statement so as to limit the effects of hannful mountaintop removal

miring. Aside from its abviously disastrous environmental effects, these 1-9
policies destroy permanently the glorious American landscape that

inspired Jefferson, Madison, and our other forefathers to love this

land. Our heritage is at stake.

Sincerely,

Lee Bridges

2142 Sacramento St.
Berkeley, CA 94702
t_igereyes(@yahoo.com

MTM/VF Draft PEIS Public Comment Compendium

A-896

Section A - Citizens



Dede Brown
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LeeAnn, George, Emily & Sarah Brown

DeliveredDate: 01/09/2004 10:40:37 PM

1 am writing to express our view that the effect of mountain removal on the
communities, families, and environment is

destructive and unethical. The communities of West Virginia and Kentucky need the
voice of reason and justice to prevail in

this historical and controversial issue. The negative cost tothe people of the coalfields
cannot be justified for the sake of

cheap and accessible coal,

Let our comments join with those of similar opiniens... current mountaititop removal
codl minifig must be stopped and reégulated

with fairness and with a vision of the future for the generations who. will follow.

Sincerely,

LeeAnn, George, Emily and Sarah Brown
15 Orchard Dr:

Buckhansnion, WV 26201

10-2-2
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Shale Brownstein

Mike Brumbaugh

REC'D Ny 2 6 228

] November 24,2003 .
e . S Shale Browxmtmn

Conservation Chair
Linnaean Soclety of New York
1S W 77 Street,
New York, N.Y. 10024

John Forren

US. EP.A. (3EA3D)

1650 Arch Street

Philadelphia , P, 19103
re: mountain top mining/ valley fill DEIS

Dear Mr, Foifan: — U

‘We are a group of interested naturalists. with more than 500 aétive members,
The habitat destruction wrought by the proposed mountain top coal mining under 1000’s
of acres of mature hardwood forest in Ohic Pennsylvania Virginia and Tennessee will
certainly cause immense damage to the Cerulean Warbler population,

Awesome scenes of mountain top removal involve more than the disappearance
of the headwaters of mountain streams and the filling in-of an adjacert va]lcy Many
species are severely disrupted and the ecological damages wﬁ! of ‘necessity extend to a
considerable distance from the mining operations. .

This Appalachian region of the eastern United States will suffer ugly pockets of
noise, dust, and disfigurement. The extensive losses already suffered will be greatly
extended in ways that will even more permanently alter the land. We think that the current
draft environmental statement has failed to properly assess the impact of the future
chmgesfwlnch are already being actively. :mplemented The immense area to be mined in
this fashion is going forward without sustained serious -consideration to the social and
ecological losses that follow in the wake of this one time removal of available coal.

We plead for a moratorium.
We hope that reflection will give time for us all to study the conflicting claims of
residents, visitors, and environmental hopes for the future of these irreplaceable mature
bardwood forests.

Only the imposition of a moratorium off the mining can offer the chance to
seriously modify the proposed cosl extraction, which will change everything forever.

Siverely
Bpnreifei.

Shale Brownstein for the Linnaean Society of N.Y.

8-2-2

9-2-2

9-4-2

---- Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/07/2004.03:32 PM -

"mountinmike@hotm

ail.com” To:

<mountinmike e
Subject: Please Stop Destructive Mountaintop

R3 Mouataintop(@EPA

Removal Mining
01/06/2004 01:00
P

Dear Me. John Forren, Project Manager,

1 strongly rou to amend the LPA's deaft environmental impact statement so as to
Yy urge ¥ P

limit the effects of harmful mountaintop removal mining: It is ludicrous to continue
with tining practices that level mountaintops, wipe out forests, bury streams and
destroy communities.

Please consider alternatives that reduce the environmental impacts of moumtaintop
removal and then please implement measures to protect natural resources and
communities in Appalachia.

Sincerely,

Mike Brumbaugh

628 Grove St. NE
Albuquerque, NM 87108
mountinmike(@hotmail com

-5
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Mark Bruns
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Stephen Bull

Doug Burge

————— Farwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/08/2004 01:58 PM -----
“steve@etlss.com”
<steve To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA

o
01/06/2004 01:00 Subject: Please Stop Destructive Mountaintop Remaval
Mining

PM

Dear Mr. Joha Forren, Project Manager,

Please amend the EPA's draft environmental impact statement to include sensible proposals and
guidelines to restrict the effects of harmful mountaintop removal mining. 1 do not want coal
companies to destroy Appalachia with mining practices that level mountaintops, eliminate forest
acerage, polute streams and possibly destroy communities.

The current draft EIS explains that the environmental effects of mountaintop removal are
widespread, devastating and permanent. Within the EIS, please propose restrictions on the size of
valley fills, propose limits on the number of acres of forest that can be destroyed, propose
protection guide lies for imperiled wildlife and safeguard the

local cormmunities that currently depend on the region's natural resources for themselves and
future generations.

1 urge you to immediately amend the draft EIS accordingly.
Sincerely,

Stephen Bull

439 First Street

Greenport, NY 11944
steve@etlss.com

‘‘‘‘‘ Forwarded by David Riger/RIJUSEERSUS on 097267033 02149 BM =wows
d b
864 260hotmail .o Ta B2

HMountalntopfERA
s oot
Sulejent:  Commant Lo
graft suvircamental iwpect statement
DHITANZ 01112 B

le py opinion that all mounvalubsp mining wperations that dispose
te inte prearby valleys dhould be suybdect to MNatienal Pollubant
ischarge

Elimination System permitting reguirements.
requirensnts

are pot stringent envugh for this mindng technigue.

Dredge and Fill

Sincerely,

Doug Burge, FP.G.
1843 Art Hill B
Saint Louls, MO £313%

Get MSN # Dial-up Tntornet Service FREP for one wonth., Limivad tiwe
offer-—

£1g8 Up nowl ntep:/ioin. men. com/ Ypagesdept/dialap

2f
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Mark Burger

Gail Burg_e_s_g

== Forwarded by David Ridet/R3IAUSEPALIS on 01/07/2004 03:42 PM weenn

"burgermkop@@msn.c
om" <burgermkop To:  RI Mountaintop@EPA

co:
01/06/2004 01:12 Subject: Please Stop Destructive Mountaintop Removat
Mining
M

Dear Mr. John Forren, Project Manager,

I strongly urge you-to amend the EPA's deaft envirotimental irnpact
statement so as to Hmit the effects of harmful mountaintop removal
mining,

When Scripture discusses making hills and valleys level, I don't think
that's what Our Creator had in mind.

Sincerely,

Matk Burger

1042 Guaderson Avenue
Oak Park, IL 60304
burgermkop(@msn.com

DeliveredDate: 01/05/2004 07:30:25 PM

Who can justily blowing off the top of mountains to remove fuel?? How can this even be

thought to be a civil act? This is barbaric

and not only affects the wildlife, the streams; the fauna, but also the Appalachian people

and their culture, Mouitaing are

spiritual places, and this processs of blasting shaking and disfiguring the mountains is 1-2

deeply unsetiling to the people the:

animals and the earth itself and results in many negative outcome Please stop the

bombing of ourancient mountains and the

pollution of our streams. Their is tio reason and no rationale for this process of coal

extraction. PLEASE STOPUIIN
Gail Burgess, WV and Ohio
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Moss Burgess

«

Moss Burgess, flood Chairperson 77/, /s sperm your politicians, have promised us dredging would be done
Box 66 would bie dote, over 2 years ago-Nothing-lies.
Wilkinson, W.Va 25653 5. If you want to show your support that you are doing the
304-752-1596 right thing, then select a group of involved citizens and
_ ) permit them from time to time to monitor these operations,

Thank you for an opportanity to express our views. We want men to work;, but we believe the coal can be
1. We live on Main Island Creek in Logan County and in 1996 mined, by using contour and auger methods, which keeps

we were flooded by a four inch rainfall that fell in the some vegetation which can hold water back, thus

Coungy. The water level was the highest since T moved there protecting communities downstream, but profits over homes

back in the early 1950,s. ) and lives, should not be secondary. Of course we believe the 1-9
2. At permit hearings a couple of years ago people who lived at decision has already been made, but we shall be vigiliant.

the foot of the Mountain Top Removal sites told how the We urge the use of alternative mining methods to Mountain

water came off the mountain and washed block walls down. Top Removal, which can create more jobs. Thank You!

<»m«.»~wxﬂzgxﬁhesafmwdmddebﬂs S S B

3. We are not against mmmg bccause we believe the coal can
and should be mined using auger or contour methods,
creating more jobs. Many of us come from mining families.
Mountain Top Removal and the timber clearcutting creates
mud and debris which fills our streams, This debris is
presently in our streams from previous MTR and
Clearcutting operations and builds up creating higher
ﬂ%oding water levels. Mountain Top Removal eliminates
jobs. -1-
4. Further our flood insurance rates have climbed so high 17-1-2
that those on fixed incomes can’t afford it and with these
new operations the property values will continue to fall and
new flooding potentials.

5. Bven the Governor's hand picked flood study states that
these operations contributes to flooding. They also
recommend proper building of valley fills. We expect our
property to be protected.

4. 1f You represent the people then look closely at the lay of
the land in determining the effects of Mountain Top
Removal mining. We live in Southern West Virginia an area
that has steep mountains, If these corporations advertises
themselves as a good neighbor, then the first thing they
would do is to use their massive equipment and dredge our
creek of theit previous mud, silt, and timber debris caused
by previous operations. They could place this back on the
sites they are operating on. Our politicians, 1 should say

MTM/VF Draft PEIS Public Comment Compendium A-902 Section A - Citizens



Linda Burkhart ’ A B , Judy Burris

vvvvv Forwardsd by David Ridex/RIJUSEPR/US wn 09/04/0% 0503 PM =-==-

ROWALD T BURKHART
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TEAT MrlL Foren;

T de o euppert mountaln top mining, Z/ g;ﬁ : ( Q,B
iobe are at 3taks.  However, 1 slss knew schbé in shisz “9' /r;" §$§
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industry have boon decliaing For yesrs. /é'@ M @ 4
The snvivommsnt 1e also at stake. 1 support working toward 1 9 W » ZQ//‘?
alternative energy scurdes such az sun &ad wind.  The money, = - QW/ /y&}
fEvrt and will could be rechanseled into thess dreas snd 7

3 cffered in these new enesyy sturces.  of oourss the
sransition wonldo'vine eady, ut then nothing worthuhils
svee L,

Fleoase eske offofts ih this direction.

Thank you;
Tiada Burkhart

1-10
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Rick Cameron

- Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on:01/07/2004 03:32 PM -

Rick Cameron
<cameron@hvinet>  To:  R3 Mountaintop@L.PA
oo
12/30/2003 06:11 Subject: Maybe we shiould just level all the
mouniains
PM
Sig:

T humbly submiit that, in view of the EPA’s obvious rubber-stamping of every
destructive order from the Bush gang, the agency should he redubbed the "EDA", the
Environmental Destruction Agency. Since you are personally presiding over the
dismantling of a century of efforts to protect our natural heritage, you can rest assured
of your place in history, You won't be forgotten, I promise you,

With all due tespect,

Rick Cameron
Woodstock, NY
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Beth Campbell Ruth Campbell

- Borwardied by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US o0 01/08/2004 (1:58 PM =2 e

e

£

Ruth Cattipbell
N <ruthe T3@hotmail.  To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA

— A, c am e e i s -
. - ; Subject: strip mining is Appalachia
_? [ 5 Sj* I~ | j p mining in Appal

01/06/2004 01:32

PM
i %’k‘ Cé) /(/(2 r—‘ . Dear Sirs:
: W e WWW T urge you to reconsider the proposal to- do strip mining in the Appalachian mountains. Whole 1-9
1-10 ) communities, streams and wildlife will be destroved. Please take steps to prevent this -

unnecessary devastation.

:, W A chee | Thank you.

e % o5 )[? Season’s Greetings
: 05 . - Ruth Campbell
: /nwﬂﬁ/v M@M member of NRDC
: ‘ T
REC'D AN D2 20 WO Graais Pas, ORS7SZ.5434
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Pauline Canterberry Nancy Carbonara
Pauline Canterbervy REC'G ME2g )
P 0 Box 304
Whitesville, W, V. 25209
Ph: (30h) B&4-1619
RE 9
1122;6 iohx;xl FPorren, US EPA chylﬁmiﬁo‘:;mz}h D. CD JAN 0 8,204
reh St. . iyt st
Philadeiphia, Pa, 19130 Child Development Specialist

Re: Opposing Mountaintop Removal Mining

Mr. Forren,

Mountaintop Removal Mining has proven itself to be
an irrespousible method of remaving coal from the
Anpalachian Mountains of Yest Virginia leaving far to
much destrmetion, destitube and destroved land polluted
with Valley Pills and Slurry Impoundments.

It has destroyed our MHardwood Porest and Wildlife
habitets, it is destroying Appalachiaen Culture end Heritags
its irresponsible method has ravished the Hollows and
Valleys leaving them in ruin, it has devasted the
Cizizens who dwell in these Valleys destrorving their
HArmes sand Propertr, it contaminates the Streams and
Rivers, it pollutes the Air, it causes Ilooding, it destroys
and %¥ills the innocent, it is a high-risk health hazard,
it is no longer an asset to the State of West Virpinia.

The reccomendations in the EIS statement is just
another FIX for the Coal Corporates to continue their
devastation in the West Virginiz Monntains that will
Swell the greed of a few and supvort Coal Corporate gain,
while the State of West Virginis sinks lowsr still into
total despair,

Come into the Southern Coal Fields of Waest Virginia
and see the trus story of Mountaintop Removal Mining,
then vou will vote to end this injustice.

Sincerelv,

(Db (LA

Pauline Canterberry

613 Washington Road, Suite 302.«Pittsburgh, PA 15228-1909
{412) 343.4663
Janugry 4, 2004

Mr. John Forren :

U.8. Environmentql Protection Agency
1650 Arch Street

Philadelphia, PA 18103

Dear Mr. Forren:

I am very concemed to hear that the Bush Administration plans to continue to fet
coal companias use mining practices that leve! mountain tops, wipe cut forests and
streams, and devastate both wildlife and human communities in the Appalachian
reglon.

| find that very puzziing, since it is my understanding that, according to_ the
administrations’ draft Enviranmental impact Statement on mourntain top removal coal

mining, that type of mining has devastating, widespread, permanent and jreversible
effects on the environment.

Again, it Is my understanding that the Bush administration’s "
alternative” for addressing the problems of mountain-top-removal mining is to wiaken
existing environmental protections...thus ignoring the resuits of the administration's own
studles detailing the damage caused by that type of mining.

Plgase consider what you may be sble to do to persuade the administration to
re-think their position, and consider alternatives that at least reduge the dreadful,
negative effacts on the environment and on the people of Appalachia of weakening
envirohimental protactions. | come from a coal mining family and [ know that that
ragion, and those people, have suffered encugh.

Thank yau for your attenition to these heartfelt concems.

Sincerely yours,

Nancy T. Carbonara, Ph.D.

1-9
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Enid Cardinal

Frrwarded David Ricer/RX

Enizt Cardinal

2enidicAhetwal ) o o n3
MountalntopfEPa

ol [
Tomments on

drafi EIS on weountainlop ven 1
Q170272008 23110
™

Junuary 2, 2004

Mr, John
U.8, Enviromsental Frotection Agency
1650 Arch Street

hiladelphia, BA 13103

Dear Jgohn Forren,

Althengh rot surprised, I am upseb o learn that ths Bush
administration

ang to continus to lat ocal companies destroy App

lachia with mining
practices that level moubtaintops, wipe oub fors

&, bury streams, and

destroy mraibities.  This is =ap ily distu ng in light of the
Increaging ooncern ovar the avallability of fresh water in many of

i HE
mreas. Iz would also ssem that such practices would escalate the
ey

es of natural dis

23,

sters in the areas, 1.e. wmudslides and

There has been a bhlatent d

garvd by thig adwinstration to the value,
b o8

ie and psycholagical, of patural reszources. Nobt to mention a

to igunore sxisting requirements of environmental regulstions

ag NEPA. Aocording to the ad stration’s draft Eavirowssntal
Statement (KIS} on wountaintop removal coal mining, the

fecte of wmountaintop removal are widespread,

g, and pesmanent. Yot the draft EYS proposes no restrictions

the size of valley fills that bury streams, no limits on the number

of aorez of forest that can boe destroyed, no protsctionz for imperiled

wildlife, and no zafequards for the communities of people that depend

on

the region's npatural resourcss for themselves and future generatlons.

Sth eos

FeRe

»f the NEPA'z RIS requirment for all government

The iatent g
L i vrt rulings have continually upheld, ls to provide

ions, as

wironmertaliy benign alternatives to propossd projecta. It is not the
intent to merely waste financial resources in the compilation a plece

o1
liturature thay will he ignored, [ do not believe that no viabhle

L ternative sxists, az the currant course of action suggests.

The RBuysh adwinistration’s “preferred alternative” for addressing the
proeblems cassed by mountaintop removal cosl mining is o wealsn
exizting

anvirorments) protections. This "preferved alternative® ignovea the
administration’'s own studies detailiog the devastation naus by
monntaintop removal cosl mining, including:

sver 1200 miles of streams have been damaged or destroyed oy
mountalntop removal;

- forept Iosses in West Virginia bhave tha poténtial of directly
Impacting a8 wany as 244 vertebrate wildlife species;

- Without rew limits on mountaintop rewmoval, an additi
miles of mw
destroved

by mountaintop remowval mining.

al 350 square
antaing, sktreams, and foresgts will ke flattensd and

In light of these facts, I urge you to congider alternatives that
rachice
the eavironmental ipgp

ts of mountainsop removal. Thapk you for your

Enid Cardinal

2284 Marcer St
Baldwinsville, MY 13027
Usa

4-2
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Mary Lou Carswell

Jenny Casey

----- Forwarded by David Ridet/R3/USEPA/US on (171272004 02:49 PM «oeen
"micarswel@aol.co
m" <mlcarswol To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA
ec:
01/06/2004 12:45 Subject: Please Stop Destructive Mountaintop Removal
Mining
PM

Dear Mr. John Forren, Project Manager,

[ am just one person who cannot pay anyone big dollars to protect the
environent. But I do have one vote and a veice that is continually
educating folks on the destructive policies advocated by the Bush
Administration toward the protection of our invaluable land, diverse
wildlife and the tremendous beauty of what is Ieft of our pristine
wildnerness in the United States of America. Tam of the mindset that
we can have it all, meaning whats left-of this landscape and also a
productive, sustaining democratic life that does not bow down to
corporate demands for less legislation concerning the protection of our
environment. You must immediatiey amend the drafl BIS to protect the
future of our country and the heritage. We cannot continue to devalue
our mother earth to blow off mountain tops that will erode streams and
create a eco system in direct conflict with what is natural.

Sincerely
Mary Lou Carswell

Mary Lou Carswell
garden dr,

avon, OH 44011
micarswel@aol.com

1-9

==~ Borwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/68/2004.01:59 PM ---—-

"jemsw(@hotmail.co
m" <jemsw To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA
cC
01/06/2004 04:27 Subject: Please Stop Destructive Mountaintop
Removal Mining
PM

Dear Me. John Forren, Project Manager,

1 strongly urge you to amend the EPA's draft environmental impact

stafement so as to Limit the effects of harmful mountaintop removal 1-5
mining. I find it unconscionable that the Bush administeation plans to

continue to let coal companies destroy Appalachia with mining practices

that level mountaintops, wipe out forests, bury streams and destroy

commuinities.

The Bush administration must consider alternatives that reduce the

environmental impacts of mountaintop removal and then implement measures

to protect natural resources and communities itt Appalachia, such as 1-7 ’
restrictions on the size of valley fills to reduce the destruction of

streams, forests, wildlife and communities. I urge you to immediately

amend the draft EIS accordingly.

Sincetely,

Jenny Caser

43 Muple St. Ext.
Kent, CT 06757
jemswi@hotmail com
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Sidni Cassel

Mr. John Forren, US EPA
1650 Arch Street - - Respectfully,
Philadelphia, PA 19130

e AG 18 28— - JIM‘QA W
August 12, 2003

Sidni 8. Cassel

RE: i i
Mountaintop Removal in WV 3419 W. Cinpabar Avenue

Dear Mr. Forren:

Phoenix, AZ 85051

Before I left West Virginia for the wild, wild west, I was saddened to see the
majestic mountains of WV being slaughtered one by one so the coal corpanies
could get to a few tons of coal. It wes a disgusting sight thenand it isa
disgusting sight now.

Now I'm in the west where I only see it when I fly home to my beloved WV.
What a sight to see as you fly over what once was a lush green forest that has
been transformed into a2 moonscape on top of the mountain.

I admire the citizens of WV who still think they can fight against the coal
industry in WV. Maybe 'm getting old or just plain tired from all the efforts I put
in to make myself and others heard. God bless them and give them strength
because we all know that the coal industry in bed with the powers that be...can't
name names anymore because I'm not around to see first hand,

1 can say that I pray (and I'm not too much given to prayer) that the "powers that |
| e wake up one day to find their front yard turned into a siag pile or that their “11-9
family cemetery is bombarded by flying rocks from a "surfuce operation”. Here's
an idea. How about you fellers change places with the people who are forced to
live in the middle of your mess and see how you like it. Let's see how long you
are willing io stand by while your well dries up and your children can't play in

the yard without safety gear!!!

Sure, it's a free country and I'm sure the coal companies would (and are) more
than generous in their offers to buy land and relocate the occupants somewhere
else...but a free country also is supposed to guarantee the freedom of those same
individuals who want to live in their homes undisturbed or without fear that a
boulder is going to crash thru their roof as they and their children sleep.

Come on, guys, isn't it time that you realize that you can't undo what has been
done but you have the power o change the future?

Let's leave what mountains that are left in WV. Once they are gone, there is no
turning back the page.
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Don Cassidy Philip Castevens
: - Forwarded by Duvid Rider/RI/USEPAYLIS on 0142372004 0942 AM -
; o X Phihip Castevens

m g‘ 418450024 REC'D 00 29 i) B pgr&} H@yshoo.com - Ter: - R3 Mountaintop@EPA

Preati e
December 24, 2003 Subjent: | AM AGAINST MOUNTAIN TOP MINTNG
Jolo Porren REMOVAL !
US.FPA (ES30) 14207 2004 D4:16
1650 Arch Strest BM I "'9
Philadelphin, PA 19103
Dear Sk Please protest our Appalachian thountains.

Loppose mountaintop removal and velisy fllls mmwmm‘mmm Thau s 2
peinciple fnvolved that officials with EPA tend t0 gnore the
Tndustey. nmmmmwwmmwwmm

H's significant that even within EPA some offiuials have ndvisad thit BPA rules should be
strengthened, not wekened.

e

1-10

Thank yon.

Phifip Gastevens
Wanston-Salem, NC 27103
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Billy Caudill

Herman Caudill

z- aeed

REC'D Jag 65 2004
P REQ'D JAH“M@M%

L Roeks Caal (o okt trpsed U Bevae

10-2-2
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Therma Caudill ‘ ’ Dan Chandler

{
k
e c! i
= BEC'D Jds %Wﬂ‘mw‘ e Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/07/2004 03:42 PM w--o

"dwehandli@burmbold
tl.com" <dwchandl To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA

ce:
01/06/2004 12:36 Subject: Please Stop Destructive Mountaintop Removal
Mining

PM
10-4-2

1-9 Dear Mr. Joha Forren, Project Manager,
1t is no.longer acceptable to trade environmental dogradation for
non-rénewable energy. T strongly urge you to amend the EPA's draft 1-9
environmental impact statement o as to limit the effects of harmful
moustaintop removal mining:

Sincerely,

Daniel Chandler

Dan Chandler

436 Old Wagon Road

' 24 304 34 Trinidad, CA 95570
! “ 7 L2FK dwcehandl@hamboldtl.com

’ ?Mu Lol i st
i b AT s, Borione A

[+ 3%

i
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Dorsey Channel

John Chase

we—we Poprwardsd by David Rider/RIJUSEPA/US on DO/I8/07 02140 PM eme——

dehannel78énetsca

T L Tt R3
5/03 08:29 PM Subiesct:  reg3/mbtntop
049/ 25/03
T was burn ang o in Weat Virginia. As g native of WY, I am fully

v of the wrp

it was donw LooLur mounbalns and streams. ALl you
to da s % around to the different areas and you wiil find ths
8 to our land and pollution to cur slear water mountain stroams
that

g abter vears ot hsaling.
are faced with shorkaightad government officials, oo

tg business with quick and easy ascess to our natural

state and its poople. 1-—9
sulinued destruction of our atate must stop. Mousbsin Top

ing wuzt e halted and laws enactad to ban all such

impediatoly. Certainly, thers ia no nesd teo conduct a

study for the “raping of our land® by Officials from cther

My Dad spent hin lifetime einlng conl. I grew up from boyheod in
differeni mining tewne and I kabw there sre wsys Lo mine coal without
guch a bage eavironmental impact,

Weor Vivginians have alraady 3 histeory of living among the debris
shandoned by YEly by night Companies sanction by poor laws
gnacted for "apecixl interest™ by local goverrsent.

It i¢ time for all govermment offlcialzs that are asacciated with any
entity of the EFA to live up to thelr nawe-~Ervironmental Protsation
Agenay. L keorp West Virginia besuriful and do what is right for the

pecple of West Virginia.

Sincarely, .
v Channel
dehannelidtinetscape ., net

MeAfae VirgsSscan Online from the Netszaps Metwork.

Comprehonsive protection for your entire computer. Get your free trial
todayl

Whhps//channely. netscape. cor/ ns/eomputing/neafee/ index. § spipromo=325397

Set AOL Instant Messenger 5.1 tres of chargs., Download Now!
nttp://aim.aol, con/aienew/Alm/ teglster. aopfprone=380455

‘ 7018 Gpem Vos b 7
‘ Wesr Hys, €A F 757
I'RETD 28 m T 20, 200y

Z)ém, Mr. /grrm,
Qe flust. %o oF pn g ‘

' B ’ s Léa-‘
ﬁ;ﬁpaéu,hm Wil MIA:@M; PP %/m?f
I%Ww %}“ . mw,%fé, %U 31/1/0‘&:3 vl
reste, Srecy o e adley betny, T, 0 o
féfdéw,, @a e % WM} B Aok 1-9
[ nig .
1 ploasd oo Do ctmigiiy dottan., 2y gy
/{‘,"ﬂ)&(}l’m }@/Mf’\’ su MM/ ?WM&ZMM
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T.J. Chase Louise Chawla
, Reep Alg
- REC'D 2 5 WeX Mal 0k Ao
. 416 Logan Street
%»A\/ Qoo Fraskfost, KY 40601
August 23, 2003
\ TV
N%"\ q' John Forren
Ne, AN (3 EK2) U.S. EPA (38S30)
: 1650 Arch Street
Joso Treck SF Philadelphia, PA 19103
Poladdh Rh M1e3 Dear Mr. Forren:
' 1 am writing against the endations in the U.S. govemment's EIS report taint
Deee W Jovan e e e e o eoal. The report Haci documents the great desmuctivenss of (s

)lrbu: can WY Qrvlwl'\“ o ‘ﬁ.m%mM/ Dwmw M

M Yo B NG Con et 137 Yo %u\ 0.0 M akisw 2 10
Y e o0 w0 o et e 80 shly -
\M\?\?c\'\ N 'w::;q o Secious \\um I cim otrn lQ\]

“.,ft \(\@&‘ms “\;\\.ek Qonteen

: /{\\b& jo % et ot e < N “‘
gi nlew o {/ :C Guse

gww Ao18 Greed Vs Corn
ek Wille cx U303

practice for water quality and forest ecosysiems, but none of the three alternatives that it proposes 1-5
will reverse this destruction. Instead, they weaken existing regulations, including the important
stream buffer zone. The recommendations can only serve the short-term interest of the coal
industry: not the immediate and long-term needs of the peaple of Appalachia for clean water,
sustainable jobs, sustainable development and secure homes.

For administrators far removed from the mining, this issue may appear abstrect. I live a few
blocks from the Kentucky River, which flows brown from erosion from destructive mining
practices at its headwaters, while the people of Appalachia see their land literally blasted away 1-9
beneath them. Appalachia has the potential for becoming a national center for tourism and
wilderness recreation, but this possibility is being stolen from us and all future generations.

1urge the EP.A. to reject the EIS recommendations as a contradiction to the evidence gathered
by its own reports.

Sincerely,

Louise Chawla
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:h
Rea.
Lexirigton Herald Leader ;

[ was appalled 10 read that the environmental agency is now considering mountain top
removal (strip mining) for coal.

Our country is coming apart at the seams now. Why add insult to injury!

Do those ini power realize what the consequences are, niot only now but also for years to
come to our mountains and the foiks that live in those areas.

Homes are destroyed by mud slides and fiooding time after time. Natuse took care of the
problems of erosion and disasters until the strip mining was donie several vears ago. It is
taking years to recover and repair what was lost then.

It will not help the econonty for the ones that need the help but only line the pockets of
the big corporations.

Our roads, railroads, education and energy are being neglected, as is everything else in
our own country, We know where the filnds are going but isn’t it time we took care of
our own?

I am disappointed in otr répresentatives for not making our state 4 priory and put party
tiries on the back bumer for justa little while, Kentucky people have elected them and
their loyalties should be to them.

We citizens must open our eyes and see the havoc that is upon us. Our country we once
knew is slipping away!

We are Americans.

We have shown strength before.

Let us speak out and get involved!

Katherine M, Green

2005

Copy to:

John Forren

U.8. EPA (3E530)
1650 Arch Street
Philadelphia, Pa.19103

Rep. Emest Fletcher
U.8. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Pres. George Bush

The Whits House

1600 Pennsylvania Ave.
Washington, DC 20500

DeliveredDate: -01/20/2004 11:29:57 AM

Asa citizen of Kentucky, where the beauty of our Appalachians are being destroyed by
mountain top removal, | am writing to urge the EPA to heed the warnings in itsown EIS | 1-9
report regarding the extreme environmental damage done by this method of mining, and

to ban rather than encourage mountain top removal. [ am alse writing to urge the

protection of our waterways by keeping the buffer zone rule along streams. . 1-10

To enrich a few mining corporation owners, the immediate quality of life in Appalachia
and its long-term economic and cultural resources are being sacrificed by mountain top
rerioval.

Louise Chawla
416 Logan Street
Frankfort, KY 40601
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Robert Cherry

Arthur Childers

Robert Cherry

City: Boone
State: NC

Letter Date:  1/11/2004
Zip:  28607-5313

T'am writitig to you to express my opposition to any changes in regulations that would
weaken envitonmental protection from mounitaintop mining. I reviewed the DEIS on your
website and find that none of the Alternatives provide adequate protection to the peaple
who live nearby who would be affected by these activities and no lternative would
provide sufficient protection to the impacted biological resourees. I am coneerned that the
emphasis of the DEIS appears to be fo continue mountaintop removals without seriously
considering its impacts. Filling valleys will alter streamflows and will endanger those
who live downstream with fiicreased risk of flooding. Ground water is Tikely to be
contamitiated from mining activities and water sources are less secure. People who live in
the area need better protection than is provided by the alternatives in this DEIS. As-an
aquatic biologist this DEIS glosses over problems to our aquatic resources that result
from spoils being dumped into-and filling entire watersheds. The nature of the soils cause
long-term and: long-distant negative impacts on aquatic fauna. I don't feel that your DEIS
adequately considets endatigered species. References that mininize impacts to wildlife
do not adequately differentiate between common fauna and T&E species. While some
animals may benefit from conversion of forested moutitaintops to level grasslaiids these
species typically are not species that are rare-and in need of protection, I.am concérned
about the lack of buffer strips from the preferved alternative, Many studies have shown:
that loss of streamside buffets have significant environmental impacts. These impacts
include increased sedimentation, increased water temperatures, altered stream flows and-
loss of wildlife habitat. Please add an alternative that adequately addresses the biological
impacts of mountaintop removal, None of the alternatives:that are presented in the DEIS:
does this and are therefore inadequate. Thank you for your attention to this matter;.

1-5

6-6-2

J——

FE -

¢
M.

Fornaa.. REC'D DEC 2 8
W.s. EPA (3EA3L)
/jé!fo doede S p
W%wﬂ..«._ o 19723
R . . N
2o -4 mﬂ@.»t?, ,&f?ﬂma?
m DI PSSO Y 2N
Mﬂvw T W

ru—bﬁwmkmﬁu d_urﬂ.:i,. M,AQ?J,;,
aémf Stramefas (o) the thz:mo:b N
Aa.w,‘a,-»- bé;mm:a _ﬁa...a,a.»u«i;g,&«ﬁu
%Q,&ﬂ,wdi.ﬂ.mmaﬁ},,
,84,“‘&_\4'&, m»ﬁ_«ebc..%du d@n-»«uﬂ% adth detons ‘j-wu M

MMA‘ LBy bisriamarmsny . ehihrss M\
g o nneopmdelons ,::L., it
B ,u;ui, Wﬂa‘w ad e fadig op B o ant, 1-9
Mwaja.ﬂb O‘Qo ,
Maﬁu..w&b-e /w-:&dif—a—w&— C&I.ﬁ) f-m.z,tﬁu
Hhada s atina and Hale prgfis, | 1-10
b F o e el
as 04 thar, orne. allow.ed To — Hhe
e - N De

i %M\»é Aesd
ﬂlb WWMJ‘" w;ﬁtﬂ*, ﬂgmﬁ—hd

EPA'S oftgea. | M A

f’ Q,Mﬁ#m
e —— W, : .
o %u,m 3’7’% M:i :

Can, 21793

MTM/VF Draft PEIS Public Comment Compendium

A-916

Section A - Citizens



SusanCho r | | - LT ' Martin Christ

s Porwsnosd by David RIARE/RIUSERPA/US on 12/ 1172003 04140 Pl wee

el Frmardsd by Jolin Forren/ES USREATUS an 1271575003 1028 BH so-es
Bugan Ak Che

N spanthsraparmsdQpiane Tt w3 Martin el ak
Pty o o . mizhr for@labo. net To: Sshh
FrEave.cow ees Farren/ B3/ USEPA/USREPA
Subjear:  F1812 5 Frer
Stop Mountalntop Minis ’ s .
PR xffum;amg B 4D oM Shbifesny | Mountaln Top
2342 D142 BN Rénisal
I2AVGLA2003 10420
BE

Wodentzer: 22, 2003
John Forren, Envirtoental Protection Agensy
VLB, BRA{BEAID) Dmar Mr. Forien,
1850 Areh Strest : [
Ehiladelphia, PA 13103 T st wiiting th oppose the profdsal 1o change Uhe gtrean bulfer dons

rule

that piehibites mining sotivicy within 1040 feet of streaws, This rule
pmar Mr. ¥orren, shealid 1-10

Leoatrictly enforeed for walley fillz and in &11 obther cagss.
iam Gppossd toothe alternatives evalusted in your May 28, 2053 draft 3 R .
Euvirannsntal I further urge that the BPA ressamine 1ta origimal wission, anid enfarce
Ingant Sratement {(BIS). Taweg That prevent the butisl of stresams and the [{1)ing of hollows.
There ie¢ a plethera of evidence of the serious, irrsversible Martin Chid st
wavironpental hann RR. 1 Box 23548
canssd By mourtaintop mining. Yet T see no sction being taken to o Tedeperdencs, WY 26374
miniwize that wrhrisr@labs net

Bam. 1'5

Some of the ateps outlined sven o in the wrong direction, such s
eliminating
“he Surface Mining Contrel aszd Reclawatien Act’s buffer zone rule.

Fléaze find sprions that will minimize the cnormous onvironmental nad
gootcsia
damage gased by mountaintor mining and valiley £1ills.

Thank yon for your eondideration.
Sincersly,

Pasan AR Che

310 cittings Ave, 2nd Eir
Baitiwors, MD J1212-8544

WA
pantherapsrdusifplahet~gave. con
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Jerry Ciolino Matthew Cleveland

---- Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/08/2004 01:59 PM ----

«==ss Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/07/2004 03:42 PM -ev
"pianomanjerry(@ao " consdi
Lcom™ To:  R3 Mountaintop@FEPA gfﬁtﬁ f::;?onsdj Tor  R3 Mountaintop@EPA
<pianomanjerry ce: e )
Subject: Please Stop Destructive Mountaintop 01/06/2004 12:27 Subject: Please Stop Destructive Mountaintop Removal
Removal Mining Mining
01/06/2004 08:21 PM
PM

Dear Mt. John Fotren, Project Manager,

I strongly urge you to amend the EPA's draft environmental impact
statement so as to limit the effects of harmful mountaintop removal
mining. If this legislation passes it will destroy much of the local

Dear Mr. John Forren, Project Manager,

Please amend the EPA's draft environmental impact staternent concerning

environment, scveral people will be forced out of their homes and
stripped of the resources they depend on to survive. 1,200 miles of
streams and hundreds of miles of forests and mountains have been
destroyed. I know that this as well as several other policies of the

Bush administration are appeasing campiagn contributors and corporate

criminals did somebody say special interest. Hasn't the Bush

mountaintop removal mining, 1 will hope the Bush administration
accountable for the vast destruction of the environment and communities
along the Appalachian Mountains.

The permament destruction of the environment from mountaintop removal
mining must be stopped.

administaration caused enough senseless destruction in Iraq? T guess Sincerely,
not.
Jerry Ciolino zﬁmﬂmw (Iflevuhmd
4 o Beech Lane
1240 Siggson Ave Elizabethtown, PA 17022
Escondido, CA 92027 mt@mcasi&mdjs.com

pranomanjerry(@aol.com

1-9
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John & Tammy Cline Sister Mary Brigid Clingman

=== Bsrwarded by David Rider/RIUSEPA/US on 01708/2004 01:58 PM. <o

"mbchngmah@gmmx
nicans.org” To: - R3 Mountaintop@HPA
<pibelingan s
Subject: Please Stop Destructive Mountaintap Removal Mining
01!06120\')4 04:24
PM

DeliveredDate: Q1/042004 03:41:04 PM

: DearMr. Jolin Forren, Pioject Manager,
We are opposed to meuntaintop removal. The short-term gain is not worth the certain | 1-9
and potential environmental consequences: Tam the (‘mmcﬂgr for Mission snd Advogeaey of the Grand Rapids Dominican Sisters. We have
John & Tammy Cline tiad Sisters serving in Appalachia for many years and oa their bebalf I strongly urge you'to
amend the EPA's draft environmental impact statement so as to limit the offects of harmful
mountaintep removal mining. 1 find it vnconssionable that the Bush :

admammmtmn piams o cmm e . Ie& coal mmg:amns destroy Appa%achm w:ﬂ: mining practices

We would submit the following lefter from the Cathiolic Conference of Kentucky conceming this
matter as expressive of our own beliefs. Statement on Mountain Top Removal in Eastern
Kentugky December 10, 2002

Dear Friends in Christ,

We write you on the oocasion of your ecumenical gathering for 4 *Prayer on the Mounitain” i
Letcher County, Kentcky, Our other obligations prevent us from traveling to the mountains to
be with you today, but we send our prayers of support and words of encouragemant. 1-9

We know from people nunistering in Appatagkm and inadia !epe:ts ahout the envireniental and
human devastation caused by the abusive stip ming practice known as "mountain fop retoval”
‘This practice can damage the foundations of homes and destroys the wells of people Tiving in
nearby comuivnifias, 1t dumips tillions of tons of earth and rock info vsﬂeys Tuining springs and
bead waters of creeks essential to the animal and plant lifé for miles downsiream. [t can destroy
praveyards and home
places and alters communities l’e‘(@l‘%{)ﬁd by generations of families who trace their ties to that

- land. Wennderstand that McRoberts liself bas suffered five dovastating floods in 183:months, and
many ofher areas-of Appalachia have faced similar destruction.

As we reflect on Racred Scripture we believe that the care of creation represants a spiritual act.
We remember that God finished the work of ereation and "found it very good” (Gen, 1:31.) Then
God put humaiity i the Garden of Eden, a symbol of the whole world, "to cultivate and care for
it" (Gen. 2:15.) Creation teflects the beanty of God and humaniiy becomes a co-gardesier with
God.
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Jerry Coalgate

In addition, since the world belongs to all, decisions about the world’s use must be determined
by a coticern for the common good of the whole human family. Pope John Paul Il joining his
voice with a growing chorus of ethical peaple throughout the world proclaims the right fo a safe
environmen must eventually be included in an updated U:N. Charter of Human Rights. That
your "Prayer on a Mountain" takes place on December

10, International Human Rights Day, symbelically connects the respect for the earth with the
protection of our hwman community.

We pray that society will produce its necessary goods and services without destroying God’s gift
of creation, Unfortunately, the practice of economics frequently exploits both the land and the
workers in a rush for quick profits, Society must reject the false dichotomy of jobs versus the
environment and creatively find ways allowing workers to earn their liveliboods while respecting
creation. May God shed blegsings on you as you pray for the restoration of creation and the uplift
of your communilies.

Yours in Christ Jesus,

Thomas C. Kelly, O.P., Archbishop of Louisville

John J. McRaith, Bishop of Owensboro

Roger J. Foys, Bishop of Covington

Reverend Robert ], Nisberding, Lexington Administrator

Joining my brothers I would urge you to drop plans to make it easier for nining companies to
engage in mountainiop removal and to instead limit the harmful effects of this devastating
practice.

Sincerely,
Sister Mary Brigid Clingman OP
Dominican Sisters, Grand Rapids MI

Sister Mary Brigid Clingman OP
2025 E. Fulton

Grand Rapids, MI 49503-3895
mbclingman@grdominicans.org

REC'D 0EC 2 9 25

December 23, 2003

Mr, Jokn Forren
3
U. S, Environmentat Protection Agency
1650 Arch Streat
Philadetphia, PA 19103-2029

REF: Draft M

Mining Envir i mpact Stat

Daar Mr. Forren:

I'm writing as a pr who grew up in West Virginta, and a former
employee of the U, 5. Bureau of Mines {now defunct) who has seen mountaintop mining first hand
and therefore knows the d of the envir they . As a result, | am deeply
ooncerned regasding Bush ady plans to wletm&lmpmiesmgammmpm
and possibly destroy Appalachia with mining practices that level mountaintops, wipe out forests
and bury streams in the vaileys below.

As Yunderstand it, the draft 1 impact Stat {EiS) clearly indicates the

envir | effects of intop 1 f coal mining are d ting and per Yet the

draft E1S proposes no restrictions on the size of vatley fills that bury streams; no limigs on the

number of acres of forest that tan be destroyed; no safeguards for imperfled wildlife; and no
w'fdr the' fties that depend on the region's natural resources.

Remarkably, it appears the draft EIS states preferred alternative for adcsmssing the enormous
prot caused by 1 coal mining 1s to weak g envi

protections. The draft IS proposes streamlining the per process, 1l

removal and associated vatley fills to continue at an accelerated rate. The draft Els also suggests
doing away with a surface mining rule that makes it ilegal for mining activities to disturb areas
within 100 feet of streams untess it can be proven that streams will riot be harmed.

tnstead of allowing mountaintop removal to continue unabated and even get worse, | strongly urge
you! to ﬁm!ﬁza the EIS by salecting alterative(s) which clearly and effectively reduces the .
envir of P 1 i and which requires implementation of those
measures nead ‘m,, natural resources and in dachia. In particular, 1 urge
you to select an alternativels) which provide for restrictions on the size of vatley fills In order to
reduce stream and forast loss. Thase alternativies must be evaluated for individual projects as well
as rsgima[iy so that the cumulative impact of the destruction caused by mountaintop removal is

ﬁmmm B
ssii fe N u '» .’m.: .

Alexandria, Virghiia 22312 © , 7

1-5

1-10

1-7
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Marlene Cole

‘‘‘‘‘ Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/09/2004 03:54 PM -----

mboeole@crssa.mtg
ers.edu To:  R3 Moustaintop@EPA
oe:
01/06/2004 04:07 Subject: Mountaintop Coal Mining - Draft EIS
PM

Project Manager John Forren
U.S. EPA (3EA30)

1650 Arch Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103

Dear Project Manager Forren,

I have a master's degree in Forest Science from Yale University and a PhD.in Ecology from
Rutgers University. For many reasons, 1 find mountaintop coal mining objectionable. The
method destroys the local, native, endemic habifat of the actual mountaintop. This loss alone
deprives us forever of the high clevation, and often relict ecological community. But, as there

is no place to go from a mountain but downliill, it also has devastating effects far downstream.on
water quality, habitat quality, and quality of life for the people living in the former shadows of
the mountain.

1 have colleagnes who have studied the ecological effects of mountaintop coal mining in
Appalachia. The take home message from our current knowledge in ecology and the emerging
applicd subdiscipline of restoration ceology is that mountaintop coal mining is scologically
extremely harsh and that we cannot return such 2 site to predisturbance conditions. It eliminates
headwater streams, which are sometimes ephemeral and intermittent {ecologically eriticall),
essential habitat for numerous invertebeates and their ecological communities. We cannot
thoroughty restore these sites to have the same physical, chemical, biologieal, ecological and
functional qualities to pre-mining.

According to the administration's draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on mountaintop
removal coal mining, the environmental effects of mountaintop removal are widespread,
devastating, and permanent. Yef the draft EIS proposes no restrictions on the size of valley fills
that bury streams, no limits on the number of acres of forest that can be destroyed, no protections
for imperiled wildlife, and no safeguards for the communities of people that depend on the
region’s natural resources for themselves and future generations.

Remarkably, the Bush administration's "preferred alternative” for addressing the enormous
problems caused by mountaintop-removal coal mining is to weaken existing environmental
protections. The draft EIS proposes streamlining the permitting process, allowing mountainiop
removal and associated valley fills to continue at an accelerated rate. The draft EIS also
suggests doing away with a surface mining rule that makes it illegal for mining activities to
disturb areas within 100 feet of streams unless it can be proven that streams will not be

1-10

harmed, This "preferred alternative” ignores the administration's own studies detailing the
devastation caused by mountaintop removal coal mining, including:

- over 1200 miles of streams have been damaged or destroyed by mountaintop removal

- direct impacts to streams wounld be greatly lessened by reducing the size of the valley fills
where mining wastes are dumped on top of streams

- the total of past, present and estimated future forest losses is 1.4 million acres

- forest losses in West Virginia have the potential of directly impacting as many as 244
vertebrate wildlife species

- oven if hardwood forests can be reestablished in mined areas, which is unproven and unlikely,
there will be a drastically different ecosystem from pre-mining forest conditions for
generations, if not thousands of yoars

- without new limits on mourtaintop removal, an additional 350 square miles of mountains,
streams, and forests will be flatiened and destroyed by mountaintop removal mining

The Bush administration’s "preferred alternative” ignores these and hundreds of other scientific
facts contained in fhre EIS studics. In light of these facts, the Bush administration must consider
allernatives that reduce the environmental impacts of mountaintop removal and then implement
measures to protect natural resources and communities in Appalachia, such as restrictions onthe
size of valley fills to reduce the destruction of streams, forests, wildlife and communities.

Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,

Marlene Cole

258 Massachuselis Ave

#4

Aslington, Massachusetts 02474

o

Senator Edward Kennedy
Senator John Kerry

President George W. Bush
Vice Peesident Richard Cheney
Representative Edward Markey
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Marian Colette Michael Compton

——=+w Porwarded by David Rider/R3I/USEPA/US on 11/20/2003 02:57 PM --=mv

Mizhael Qupton

<luxilus@hotmail. To: R3
Hountaintop@EPA
COTED oot
Subject: Bave Strsams

Delivered Date: 01/06/2004 11:59:45 AM From BOURLALBIOR HIRIDA 3 11:52

A
As aresident of the mountains in Hastern Kentucky, [ am writing to express my anger
and frustration with the way the EPA under the Bush administration has handled this
issue. Ioppose all mountain to0p removal and stream fills because of there impact of the 1-9
lives of residents in the area and bécause of the negative impact on the region in terms of
the “tourist attraction value" of our region. We are working with our Congressman Hal November 18, 2003
Rogers to both-clean up the trash in the area through his Project Pride S
ngf,&m andto attract wsmarsihmugk the South_csrn and Eastam Kenmcky T'o,uri&m J;}:rfn F(?rre;':, E:n ircamental Protecticn Agency
Development Association--alse a project of our Congressman. No-one wants to live.in an 11-7-2 ?gg it; {ifiﬁ»
area torn up by bulldozers with filled in asttéanms and rined water supplies--who would ®hiladelphia, FA 19103

want to visit there?!

. . . . Dear Hr. Forren,
Sincerely--Marian Colette, Box 3, Emlyn, Kentucky 40730

How does the EPA wsxpect bo uphold the Clean Water Act if mountain top
removel
TIMTR) and "hellow Pilling” are allowed to continue? The distrurbance
of
zhe land
creates irretrievable stream syatems becauge the sulfate lavels are
unnaturally
high. 7his means, conductivity levels are ercessive and the aguatic
copminitisa,
fizh and macoinvertebrates, are savarely altesed/impsired resulting in
streawms . 5_5_ 1
that do not meet thier agquatlo~-life-uses. Becauge of this, MIF i a
crime againat
the Clsan Water Act. FYI: the issue of high conductivity levels peeds
10 ba
brought to the public's attention and everybody needs to realize
aguatic
cormwnities
are altered when levels reach a certain Thrashold and the sotivic

wity levels onge the geology is disturbed. Use this
tion
e a wore appropriate response to the IPA.

inforn
Lo owrd

I am cpposed to any changes thal would weaken Lhe laws and regulations

that 1 1 0
protest our rivers and streams from the effects of mountaintop mining =
and valley
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James Conroy

£1lls.  As a regult, I am oppozed wo eack of the altermitives evaluated
in youn
May 29, JO03 draft Eavironmental Iupact Statement (ETS).

contains indisputakls evidence of the devastating and

nwantal bars caused by mountaintop mining. Other agency studies
#1350 sliow
mountaintop mining contributes te fleoding digasters in mountain

gach of the alternatives in the drafll EIS lgnores the

thawss impacts.

Worse, your "preferred alternative™ would clearly increase the dawmpge
from wmountalatop
minipg by eliminating the Surface Minlng Control and Reclamabtion hot's
buffer

o rila that prohibits wining asgtlvitias that disturb any area within
0 fzet
of larger streaws, sliminating the current Iimit on using nationwide
pormits e
A 2O

ey £ille in West Virginia that are larger Lhan 250 acres,

fice of Surface Mining a significant new role in Clean Water Aot

vt

rtaintop mining (@ rola it does not have under current law).
Our snvironmental lawe require, and the citizens of the region deserve,
a fuil

svaluationg of ways to reduce the unacceptable lmpacts of mountalntop
mining.
Ioazge yo
full range

spticns that will winirize the enormous enviroomental and sconowic
damage caused
by ountalnns

aland your "preferred slternative™ and to reevaluate a

p orining and valley fills.
Thank you for yeur consideration.

SR iTe 1
Zincersly,

0 Cashel
Lexingteon, KY 4053031486
sk

lurilugdnostmsil,

A
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---- Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/08/2004 01:59 PM -—-

ConroyHS@aol.com
To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA
12/22/2003 06:18 e

AM Subject: Comments on draft programmatic EIS on

mountaintop removal coal mining

Mr. John Forren

.S, EPA (3EA30)
1650 Agch Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103

Dear Mr. Forren,

Can we look shead, to a time when out cutrent practices will

hurt our childrens future?

I find it unconscionable that the Bush administration plans to
continue to let coal companies destroy Appalachia with mining
practices that level mountaintops, wipe out forests, bury

streams, and destroy communities,

We are not all "environmental nuts.” Mainsteam America is seeing
the damage and will take: action with votes.

Sincerely,

James Conroy
322 Madison Ct.
Brick, New Jersey 08724

253

Senator Frank Lautenberg
Representative Christopher Smith
Senator fon Corzine

1-9

MTM/VF Draft PEIS Public Comment Compendium

A-923

Section A - Citizens



Peggy Conroy David Cooper

Aug 15, 2003

gilletlb@northnet
org To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA %’2 %W.Fom 1 Protection Agency (3ES30)

e S, ection y
01/01/2004 09:26 Subject: mountain top removal for coal mining 1650 Arch Street
AM Philadelphia, PA 19103
Please respond to
gilletlb Dear Mr. Forren:

As a resident of Lexington, in eastern Kentucky, I have watched ths mountaintop
removal controversy with great interest. It’s hard to believe the scale of destruction that
is going ont with our beautiful mountains. I have met with coalfield residents many times,
esyeciaﬂyaﬁmﬂxeeoalshmydmcrinMaﬂmCounty Kentucky, that was caused by

nwumnnoprmovai mining.
Sir: .

1 have talked wﬁhpeoplewhosemermnshawboendewoyed, whose ﬁmmiamns
This is one of the more miserable policies of an admininstration which have been cracked, who have had to sue coal comipanies for dust from preparation plants, | 16-3-2
is a miserable failure on every eavirotimental policy it has put forward. 1-9 whose children go to bed at night with their clothes on when it rains, for fear of: ﬂoedmg
It should be subducted immediately, not 100my years from now. It seems to me we are destroying the future economy of the region. Clean water will be

as important to future generations as ofl is today. The water wars are coming, as has been
A voter who always votes, predicted by Fortung and other business magazines. This is why we see multi-national
Peggy Conroy conglomerate corporations Jike RWE, Vivendi, and Suez swallowing up American water
West Chazy, NY companies like American Water Works of Vorhis, NJ. These big companies know that

ﬂ:;pgn&lproﬁtsmhnge in-the fisture for those with a monopoly on a reliable source

(oo o] ‘water.

‘We have clean water in abundance here in Appalachia, and it can be our future economic 5-5-2
salvation. Or we can bury our mountain streams underneath mining waste, and
contaminate our free-flowing Appalachian streams with blackwater spills and toxic
runoff from mountaintop removal sites.

It’s hard to believe that the Bush adpiinistration, which prides itself on being so industry-
friendly, can be so short-sighted as to destroy, permanently, one of our greatest economic
and patural resources: ¢lean water. More than 1,200 miles of our headwater streams have
been buried or destroyed by valley fills.

But that’s only the beginning of the economic stupidity. Mountaintop removal also |
destroys valuable hardwood forests, snd hes already had a negative impact on the timber
industry in West Virginia. Almost 7 percent of our forests have been - or will soonbe - | 11-6-2
levelsd by mountaintop removal. West Virginia Division of Foresiry Director Bill Maxey
quit his job in protest of mountaintop removal. That’s jobs being lost!

Flooding in Appalachian communities is increasingly common and severe. Who pays?
FEMA ~i.e. the taxpayer! And homeowners’ insurance goes up every time there is 17-3-2
another disaster. The coal companies externalize their costs onto the public.
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It doeast’t have to be this way. There are laws on the books to protect clean water, public
safety and the environment. It is perfectly clear that mountaintop removal and valley fills
are a violation of the federal Clean Water Act and the Surface Mining Control and
Reclamation Act. These practices should be banned. The coal industry must not be
allowed to destroy our homeland.

The draft Environmental Impact Statement on mountaintop removal and valley fills isa
dangerous gift from the Bush administration to the coal industry. Instead of
recommending ways to stop the destruction, the EIS proposes ways to make it easier for
coal companies to level our mountains, bury our streams, and wreck our homeland. This
is shamefisl and wrong,

Tknow first hand the terrible impacts of mountaintop removal and valley fills. I also
believe we can build a better future for eastern Kentucky. We can have clean stresms and
a healthy forest and restore our quality of fife. We can ereate good jobs for our people
that don't wreck the environment. And we have to start down a different road now.

Take a stind. Enforce the law. Ban motntaintop removal and valley fills, Stop the coal
industry from destroying everything that we vahie most. Start making choices that will
benefit our children and yours.

Siftegrely,

PAS

David 5.
608 Adlen Ct.
Lexington KY 40505

G SN
per
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----- Forwanded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/09/2004 02:49 PM ---—

davecnoperd28@yah

00.com To:  R3 Mountaintop@EPA

ce:
12/342003 12:19

mountaintop removal coal mining
PM

Subjeet: Comments on draft programmatic EJS on

Mr. Jobn Forren

U.S. EPA (GEA3D)
1650 Arch Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103

Dear Mr. Forren,

In regard to the Environmental Impact Statemant for mountaintop removal mining, [ am strongly
opposed to this form of mining. It destroys and contaminates the drinking water supply for
millions of people downstream on the Ohio River, the Cumberland River and the Tennessee
River with heavy metals and mining sediments.

It buries streams under tons of mining rubble, eliminating all forms of life in the stream.

Mt top removal (MTR) contributes to flash flooding which has killed 10 West Virginians in the
pagt two years, and destroyed 4,000 homes and nearly wiped out several communities.

MTR has s very strong adverse impact on the communities, people, enviromment and wildlife of
Appalachia. the scope of the devastation is practically unprecendented.

The forests that are obliterated are some of the most productive and biodiverse hardwood forests
in the world (the mixed-mesophytic forests of Appalachia). When the coal companies are done
with their reclamation, all that is left is a grassy filed- a biological desert.

[ find it nnconscionable that the Bush administration plans to continue to let coal companics
destroy Appalachia with mining practices that level mountaintops, wipe out forests, bury
streams, and destroy communities.

According to the administration's deafl Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on mountaintop
removal coal mining, the environmental effects of mountaintop removal are widespread,
devastating, and permanant. Yet the draft EIS proposes no restrictions on the size of valley fills
that bary streams, no imits on the number of acres of forest that can be destroyed, no protections
for imperiled wildlife, and no safeguards for the comnurrities of people that depend on the
region's natural resources for themselves and future geperations.

Remarkably, the Bush administration's "preferred alternative” for addressing the enormous
problems caused by mountaintop removal coal mining is to weaken existing environmental

-5
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Kennon Copeland

protections, The drafl EIS proposes streamlining the permitting process, allowing mountaintop

removal and associated valley fills to continue at an accelerated rate. The diakk EIS also

suggests doing away with a surface mining mule that makes it illegal for mining activities to 1-5
disturb areas within 100 feet of streams unfess it can be proven that streams will not be

harmed. This "preferred alternative” ignores the administration's own studies detailing the

devastation caused by mountaintop femoval coal mining, including:

- over 1200 miles of streams have been damaged or destroyed by mountaintop temoval

- direct impacts to streams would be greatly lesseied by reducing the size of the valley fills
where mining wastes are dumped on top of streams

- the total of past, present and estimated future forest losses is 1.4 million acres

- forest losses in West Virginia have the potential of directly impaciing as many as 244
vertebrate wildlife species

- even if hardwood forests can be roestablished in mined areas, which is-unproven and unlikely,
there will be a drastically different ecosystem from pre-mining forest conditions for
generations, if not thonsands of years

- without new limits on mountaintop removal, an additional 350 square miles of mountains,
streams, and forests will be flattened and destroyed by mountaintop removal mining

The Bush administration's "preferred alternative” ignores these and hundreds of other scientific

facts contained in the EIS studies. In light of these facts, the Bush administration must 1-5
consider alternatives that reduce the environmental impacts of mountaintop removal and then -
implement measures to protect natural resources and communities in Appalachia, such as

restrictions on the size of valley fills to reduce the destruction of streams, forests, wildlife and
communities.

Sincerely,

David Cooper
608 Allen Ct
Lexington, Kentucky 40505

ce:

Senater Mitch McConnell
Senator Jim Bunning
Representative Ermnie Fletcher

- 6034 Richmond Highway, #80%

Alexandria, VA 22303
. - - -~ September 11,2003
John Forren
U.S. EPA (3EA30) | Y
1650 Arch Street - Fz ECD stp 15 203
“Philadelphia, PA 19103 . - el
Mr Farren:

1 am writing concerning the Draft programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on
mountaintop coal mining in Appalachia.

Iam very familiar with the area affected by the EIS, as my mother is from Kentucky and my
father is from Tennessee. An appreciation for the beauty of the land, ¢njoyment of the wildlife,
and respect for the culture of Appalachia are my parents’ legacy to-me. Ispent two summers and
numerous weekends in and around Salyersville, Kentucky during my college years as a member
and president of the University of Dayton’s Ketinedy Appalachia program, providing support to
children in the area. Isaw first hand the effects of surface mining on the lives of the families—
on the one hand it was a source of income if they were fortunate enough o hold one of the ever-
decreasing jobs in mining, on the other hand their land and water was harmed by the runoff and
spilloff from the mines.

The proposed actions allow mountaintop removal mining approaches which destroy forests and
‘wildlife habitats; spoil waterways, resulting in contaminated water, clogged streams, and
flooding; require blasting, which damages homes; and destroy the beauty of the mountain
scenery, for which Appalachia is known, In addition, such approaches result in further decreases
in jobs for an area already economically depressed.

History has repeatedly showi that mining companies have little, if any, respect for the people 1-9
and environiment of Appalachia. The rape of the land and the pillaging of the people and
economy of the area have continued unabated for over a hundred years. Every step must be
taken to reverse this history, and not make it easier to continue such practices.

Please stop mountaintop removal mining and work toward alternatives that maintain the
Appalachian environment and heritage as well as build the economy of the region.

Respectfully,

Kenno Copeland
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Ruby Corbin

Jennifer Cox

G4y b Choerny does
BECD 21y (roven I flom I F35s5

/ey,'/a’}/::xaﬂz
%Wﬁw
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i,

Jeanifer Cox
10030 Weybeidge #202
Clinton Twp, MI 43036

. HEC"D JAN222{1§; ,

" Jamuary 12, 2004

John Fasren

US BFA (3EA0)

1650 Arch Strset
Fhiladelphis, PA 19103

Re: Moyntaintap Removal Mining

b@r?m

1 ars writing to tell you that | oppose the Bush adnshistration plens 10 continue 1o 16t Soal comipanies destroy public
health with mindig that Tevel mountaintups, wipe out forests and bury stredins’ in the valleys below.

Accosding t the administration's draf Eavizonmental Irapest Stemeat (EIS) on mounsainiop resmoval coel mining, | 1.7
the eaviro and PERMANENT, Vet the

mm&mmﬁxmﬂmMmmnﬁmﬂ:mmm&u@smam&mw:wx
natoral ressurees,

ufdm;mwmﬁmmmwmmmm&nﬁmhzmmmv 10‘4‘2
asiier 3 ironmental and. quality of Tl impoets of wountaintop ramoval and then
psomt : mmmm!ewmmmé.ppaiscmm Altematives must be 9_2 2
jeots as well s vepionally so that the cumulative impact of the destruction caused by =

removal is ad

{ encourage your attention 16 these efforss.

Thank you,

Jennifer Cox
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John Cox

Parwarded by David Rider/R

FUSEPA/US on DL732/2004 02147 ¥ m=---

Vil @yanon To: %)
MountaintoplEPA
o > @ol
Sabtaect:  Strangrhen
draft BIS on mountalintop removal coal mining
GLAYS/ 2004 10138
B

January 5, 20064

John Forren

Lo Manager

anpvironnental Frotection Agsncy (3EAZO)
hrch Street

Philadelphis, PA 13103

NDear Mr. Porran,

1 have lived and worked in esstern KY all wy life and koow firgthand
ation that MTR maunes to our coomeunityv. My people are
Lived of being & region of ] to big coal cumpanizs and
others hellbent on continaing over century nf eccnomitc colonialiam.

wWa dewand a3 & paople that you amend the EPA's draft snvirommen
~t stotowment 0 to lwit rhe effects of harmful meuntaintop

cEwoval wmining. T find it unconscionable that the Bush admdnistration
plang to contisue to lst coal companiss destroy Appalachiz with
mining prectices that level mountaintops, wips out forests, bury
wstroy comwanities.  Tes, L've seen them, Cracked
flogpded conmunities, sontaminated water supplies,

tation of a globally ocutstanding and

ave we? Why don't you
rthese cosmpniiies sometims and see for yourselves? Joxe
ful drug-ridden, poverty-laden, sceligifally dedraded
wdence on 3 single extractive industry seoncmwy has

ne draft Bis, the enviranmental effsnrs of mountaintop
DESPRELD, DEVASTATING, and PERMANENT. Yet the draft
DL ¢tions on the size of valley Zills that

ts on the aunber of acres of forest that

ao protastions far imperiled wildlife and no

bury strsamg,
cah e desty

safeguards £ somutitties that depend on the region’s natursl
FRSORIr £ elves gnd future generations. Instead, the

B

ioh admiristration's “"preforred alternative” for addressing the
enorweus proplens catused by rountaintop réwoval mining ifriofes
the adginisztration's OWN studies and propodes weakening sxisting

1-9
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environwental protections ard allowing mountaintop rewoval and
aspocisted valley £ills o contirne at an acoelerared rate.

The BFA must ban this devastating mining technlgue as per itz
stated impacts in the EIS! Otherwisze, what the hBall are you people
baing paid for?  You should sot on behalf of what you ares supposed
Lo probsct.

The faith the American people have in the EPA has aluwmaddy been
severely sroded during this adminletration.  Bexoving giebal warming
statements, . loogening Clean Adlry snd Water standaxds...and ndw

this! Bither step up to the plate and stand up to this vorporate
administratis or place bags over your heads anhd remove youiselves
from the pesizion of natural rescurse stewsrds zmd public prlotgctors,
making sure to kiss Stephen Grilee coal-dusted ass on the way

out, - And hefore you leave, go ahead and change your name to whab

it really is...the Energyeompany Placation Agenzy!

Sincearaly,

John Coxn
1505 Aubarn T
L ngton, Ky 40505

1-9
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James Crabb Ryan Crehan

u E;”
ey S / Kw. st
. - LB A
M. o Forren REGp 1 O omEern e raR ;e» R et
US Enviromestal Protection Agency 2 2004
{650 Arch St
Philadelphia, PA 13103
1 have lived in a state whare Mountain Top Removal ocours. The coal industry promises M He. q:"‘MQ"“';—

flat, reclaimable land for industry and other uses, I have visited removal sitss, both by
foot and by plane. The promise of flat land is true and has been delivered i tremendous
quantity. The promise of reclaimable ig false. Only where the industry pours money into
the site does reclamation appear to work. Where the coal industry does only what the law
requires, it ik obvious that reclamation is a fajlure and the rocky barens remaining will
only be reclaimed through time by nature,

Kentucky hes been granted thousands of actes of flat land by the coal companies, but
there has been NO inflix of industry or jobs. Instead there seems to have been a decline
in both,

1-10

The water quality in the bollows being filled to make flat land must be dismal because the 1-9
lifes thnt should be in those streams is not there, Pollutunts released by the breaking and

rearranging of the rocks and silts from the dozing of the forests and soils fill the streams
and grovnd water. Stream lfe and native Kentuckians suffer.

The people loze their land, their water, their pride in being mountain people, and any
future hope of building tourist industries.

The rich get richer and the poor get poorer. Kentucky will be left with very litle once the
coal industry is through.

Please stop Mountain Top Removal now.

1-10

James Crabb

iNortthadway

Lexington, KY 40507
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Kathy Cross April & Jeff Crowe

Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 08/28/03 05:06 PM - i

Kathy Cross p v mem e

<KatJam123{@msn.co To: K3 Mountaintop@EPA o LEEC o i ?iui*

m> cc: ! i :

Subject: L Lo e : . DEZE.,/C} 2003

08/28/03 03:30 PM O NL__._____. e o e o e —
Dok MeForREns s o
e Mgﬁuﬁb&@ﬁmﬁl’h’mf&' LOOKED AT THE
. iDRBET. E1S 0N IQUNTBINTDR. ReMOVAL . WEARE .

both Still.appallep at-1he CRIME 0 hE..
o UHER DESTRUCTION. OF (WEST URGINIAL OTHER . |1 o
. STOTES MOUNTRIALS & E1GS, sms.?vbw_{;ais :

<?Pxmlnamespace prefix="v" /> <Pxmlnamespace prefix="0" />
Dear Mr. Forren,

[ feel that the conclusions of the Environmental Impact Statement on mountaintop R j[ﬂwg /l!/@&@SZ%id?’:ﬁl& 0. blatzoat j 1
removal are F‘oiaﬁy at odds with t}a‘e )ﬁndmgs of the statement. The statement finds ) weona, Thecon ( 1nddisT ‘# NA2DS 70 Abxol Z7£ e
that mountaintop removal coal minmg severely damages the watersheds it alters so Y, ) e o L rinin

significantly. Increased runoff and siltation are created, contributing to our recent 1-9 k P S fyp - s j' - ’

bouts of flooding in West Vieginia. The conclusion should not be to streamline the
permitting process, it should be to stop mountaintop removal coal mining.

\Sincerely

Kathy Cross

i o Teme Ceovises
OB

; :
r KL w247
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Kate Cunningham

Marilynn Cuonzo

Juno e-mail for kate.cunningham(@juno.com printed on Monday, December 29, 2003, 10:40 AM

REC'D i g o

Submmmamon’nuﬁormm‘nﬂe

Mr. Johs Forren

US EPA (3ES30)

1650 Arch Street
Philadelphia, PA. 19103

Dear Sir: ’
Re: Pmposaltoebmmmqmedhﬁhrmpwbcﬁngsﬁmﬁmcoﬂmm

T am aware that the US EPA has made a finding, in recent years, thit the number one cause of stream
degradation in Kentucky is siltation. Kentucky has more "coastline,” including streamsides and lakesides, than
atty other state in the 48 states,

Mountain top removal coal mining has cansed incalculable damage to streams in West Virginia and Kentucky.
As a pative Kentuckian, 1 must protest this proposal to eliminate the meeger protection wiich we now have for
our streams in the Fastern and Western coalfields of Kentucky. Pushing mountaintops over to fill in hollers
and ocelude stream sources is simply large scale "nest fouling” that hias already come back to haunt us, with
silted up stregms, buried stream sources, potable mmmmmﬁmmmm
‘habitat.

Xmmmdy&mwumﬁﬁmthﬂ]ﬂ@&wﬂchmmm‘lmfotmmmawmwommﬂw
prospect of weakening, rather than strengthening, protections for clean water and the environment in general
Thank vou for inchuding niy comments in the record.

Sincerely,

Kate Coeningham, 1 D

8606 Whipps Bend Road

Louisville, KY 40222
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Janet Dales

Mick Daugherty

--=- Forwarded by David Rider/R3/USEPA/US on 01/07/2004 03:32 PM -

"jannetnet@yahoo,
com” <jannetnet To: R3 Mountaintop@EPA
oo
01/06/2004:12:18 Subject: Please Stop Destructive Mountaintop
Removal Miniag
PM

Dear Mr. John Forren, Project Managet,

Please amend the TPA's draft environmental impact statement so as to limit the
effects of harmful mountaintop removal mining, This is an irretrievesble step in the
destruction of our country. It must be limited for all time for the good of out country,
our people and God's green earth.

According to the draft EIS, the environmental effects of mountaintop removal are
widespread, devastating and permanent. Yet the draft EIS proposes no restrictions. 1
urge you to immediately amend the draft EIS accordingly.

Sincerely,

Janet Dales

1341 Sixth Ave.
Belmont, CA 94002
jannetnet@yahoo.com

19
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Mick Daugherty
424, Market St
Wheeling 26003

Degember 18, 2003

W, John Forren

U.8, Znvironmental Protection Agency
1650 ‘Aréh Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Dear Mr. Forren:

The West Virginia Highlands Conservancy Newsletter has informed
me that you are accepting public commentary per Mountaintop
Removal Mining end subsequent Valley Fill into rivers and streams.

I know that I canvot Purther inform you of the monstrous effects
of the insamity of coal mining. My Father had his left arm torn
of £ on a coal tivple in Blencoe, Ohio back in the twenties, My
Unecle had been trapped five times and died of black lxmf T have
not worked in the coal industry, but I have travelled sdil.over the
copal Tields and seen first hand the devestation caused by the
timber industry and cval mining.

The stupidity, ignorance, arrogance and greed of the coal companies
and their stockholders is beyond criminality. This once beautiful
area is sn industrial wasteland, a blighted disaster. If something
ien'ty done to stop this perve’rsion, there will be nothing left

but & barren landseape, Tit only Tor more ugly housing developments
and more rural sprawl.

Perhaps you have record of my Email{s) to you from rural, Northwest
Arkansas, where 1 own 60 apres of land. I will not allow loggers on
wy land. I have a hand-built cottage and barp there, which. takes up
about an acre; the rest of the land is for flors and fauna. There
are too many of us, we've got too much, too many want more of what
they've got too mush of now, and we live too long. I'ma 71 vears oli{
and it looks like Medical Science will keep me .%eing for a. while.
try to be a decent person and not acquire mory han I need.

F pecord, I'm an ex-GL (navy: Korea) opposed to war, and I
hgzatgeﬂkefram’E}GM. I'ma pl,angg}:t and work in live 'i‘heat,;re. in
the vast, I did pretty well in Hollywood and RYC, but 1 can’y teke
the craziness, the hype, the hustle, the hassle; too many people.

PLEASE! do everythi ou ean to stop mountaintop destrustion and
all that g&&Zlg frgg gb: srosion, pollution and devestation of the }_9

wildlifei-what little beauty there is left in this ra agod area,

Thank you and best wishes for the Ssason. Sine
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